PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION), 


FOURTH SERIES. 


FIFTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF THE 


NITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


4 EDWARD VII. 


VOLUME CXXXVII. 


COMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE TWENTY-NINTH DAY OF JUNE 
TO THE THIRTEENTH DAY OF JULY, 1904. 


NINTH VOLUME OF SESSION 


1904. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED, 


UNDER CONTRACT WITH HIS MAJESTY'’S STATIONERY OFFICE, 


BY 


WYMAN AND SONS, LIMITED, FETTER LANE, LONDON. 








ONE. POY WR OS was “ Aho- 











Pt Att CO -~me 


ASw7Da 





f-23-c¥ 





CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth rg (1803), 36 vols. 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. ITI.—1066 to 1760. 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. II. 
1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 


1760-1800 
(First PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 36. ......... 4) Geo, TH... <:05. 1801 
ae! er eee 42 ih 5 sarge ss eases 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

Teh HB macs 42 Geo. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 
— 3to 5...45 se .aueuine 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 er eee 1806 


(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 
(FourRTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 

— 12—14...49 a>.” sages 1809 

— 15 —17...50 ee yay 1810 

— 18 — 20...51 — . 1810-11 

— 2] — 23...52 = ae 1812 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 24 to 26... 1812-13 


53 Geo. III. ... 
— 27 & 28...54 — s3 
— 29 to 31...55 — 


— 32 — 34...56 oe 1816 | 
— 35 & 36...57 oT 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 CO - naaege 1818 


» 1813-14 | 
» 1814-15 | 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gao. III. ...... 1819 


ee. | eee 60 — . 1819-20 
Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
(SEVENTH PAR.WIAMENT.) 


Vok 1 te 3:.. P Gaovk¥. ::.:. 1820 
—— 6% §.92 2 at |) BERS 1821 
eR ey Pe =o caueds 1822 
— §— 9§...4 ete Cees 1823 
— 10—11... 5 ere A 1824 
—— J3—13... 6 iS ehalee 1825-6 
—— J4—— }5,.. 7 me ans 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Wob G@ «2:2... t Gaovl¥. .:... 1826 
soe) eee 8 eee oor 182? 
=. 38 & 19... 9 me oe 1825 
— I930—-21...10 see ea 1829 
—— 99 to 25...1) seein Saas 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


| (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
1 Vek F to 3:.: } WikteldV «22: 1830-] 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 4 to. 8... 2 Wax. FV........ 1831 
— 9—14... 3 hanna 1832 
| (ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Winx. IV....... 1833 
— 21 — 25... 5 ——— 1834 


(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
et Sh Se 0 Say og wa ae 1836 
— 36— 38... § ery Pag eae 1837 


_ lene a2 
205534 
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CHRONOLOGY OF 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. | 


Vol. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


124 t0129...16 --—  ...... 1853 


| 
| 
| 
| 


39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
45 — 50... 2 i TP iuitee 1839 
51 — 55... 3 — 1840 
- 56 — 58... 4 —_ (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

bE ~ averyans 4 VicToRIA (b) 1841 
60 to 65... 5 oon eee 1842 
66 — 71... 6 > - aware 1843 
72 — 76... 7 —  -Reewes 1844 
77 — 82... § ae 1845 
83 — 88... 9 a 1846 
o—H.20 — (a) 1847 

(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
oe: 10 Victor1a_ (b) 1847 
96 to101...11 hn kt 1848 
102 —107...12 aaa 1849 
108 —113...13 aes talus 1850 
114 —118...14 me ght 1851 
119 —199...15 «© (a) 1852 

(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

4) 0.5 See 15 VictorIA (b) 1852 | 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 218 to 221...37 VicTORIA ...... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 ee | eget 1875 
— 337 —231...39 ei ete 1876 
— 232 —236...40 ae Wee 1877 
—— 937 —942.. 41 a ee 1878 
— 243 —249...42 — 1878-9 
-— 250 &251..43 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 VicrorIA (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 ae” Yesuee 1881 
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Fourth Series. 


- 1380 —135...17 a 1854 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Antuur J. BaLFour. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education——Most Hon. the Marquess 
of LonDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of Hatspury. 
Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of Lanspowng, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AkErs-Dovua.as, M.P. 
Solonial—— Rt. Hon. Atrrep Lytretron, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNoLD-Forstsr, M.P. 
{ndia——Rt. Hon. W. St. Joun Broprtick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. J. Austex CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty Rt. Hon. Earl of SeLporNe. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GeraLp W. Batrour, M.P. 
Postmaster-General Rt Hon. Lord Srantey, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland—-—Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. Water H. Lona, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. Gzorce WyNnpuHaM, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALIsBuRY. 











NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the ‘Treasury——Sir A. AcLanp-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury Victor CaveNpIsH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education——Sir Wiui1am Anson, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty —-——E. G. Pretryman, Esq., M.P. 
Lorp Batcarres, M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury——; Hon. AiLwyn FE.towes, M.P. 
| H. W. Forstsr, Esq., M.P. 
( Admiral Lord W. T. Kerr, K.C.B. ” 
; Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.I. 
Lords of the Admiralty——) Rear. Admiral W. M4 May, M.V.O. 
| Rear-Admiral JounN Durnrorp, C.B., D.S.O. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR War [in the Cabinet], 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. Lyrretton, K.C B. 
Major-General C. W. H. Dova.as. 
Major-General H. C. O. PLumer, C.B., 
Army Council—— Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FrinanciaL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR Wak (Col. Sir 
E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——Arruur H. Lez, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Hon. T. H. Cocurang, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——His Grace the Duke of MarRLBorovuaa. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HaRDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of DonoucHMors. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. Bonar Law, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. Grant Lawson, Esq.. M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——W. BromMLey Davenport, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fincay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DupuEy. 
The Lord Advocate——C, Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Watronp, Bt., M.P. 











HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE--(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunz, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MontcomeEry, G.C.V.O. ° 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General—-—Sir SAVILE CROSSLEY, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 

Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseliold——The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 

Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon, Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

| Rt. Hon. Earl of Denpicu. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Cuvreuimy, K.C.V.O. 
/ Rt. Hon, Karl Howe. 
, Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 

| Rt. Hon. Lord Surrreip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

\Rt. Hon. Lord Kexyon. 


vi 


Lords-in-Waiting ——- 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM MURRAY. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lord KINROss. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinssuren, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——-His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner—-—Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——Davip Dunpas, Esq., K.C. 
IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-—Rt. Hon, Kar] of Dup.ey. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBoURNE. 
Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. GrorGe Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MCDONNELL, G.C.S.1. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HoRAcE PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKrxson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——J. H. M. Campretr, Esy., K.C., M.P 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees--—Rt. Hon. Ear] of Mortey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——-Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THesicrr, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarpb HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 

Peers’ Printed Paper Otfice——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F, 
SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JeuNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W. H. Hamiton’ Gorpon, Esq. ; Hon. A. McDonne_i; A. H. Rosinson, 
Ksq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. St. Jonn, Esq.; V. M. Brppuirn, Esq. ; Hon. KE. A. 
Stonor; H. J. F. Bapetry, Esq.; C. Heapnam, Esq.; J. B. Hornam, Esq.; E. C, 
Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worreti, C. FE. Cuiziert, A. M. Stott, J. W. F. Looks, 
J. McMinian, G. Bennett, G. T. Pump. 

Librarian——EDMUND GoOsskE, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorFetu. 

















PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeunz, Esq. ; 
——B. H. Fri, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir MICHAEL A. S. Brpputen, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Burier. 
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passed, without Amendment 1 


Shipley Urban District Council Bill paar the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments - 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill (changed from “ Saddle- 
worth and eee sialic sssinemeietiaalis Bill”). As amended, 
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Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. [New Title] .. - 1 
Stretford Urban District henmis Bill Lemneie —Read a second time, and 

committed ; 2 
Great Yarmouth Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments, 

from the Police and Sanitary Committee pone BI; ; a to lie — the 

Table, and to be printed sai ; ‘ 2 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amend - 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


tw 


PrivaTE Bits (Group 10). 


Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Committee on Group 10 of Private Bills 
That, for the convenience of parties, they had adjourned until Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table “ “8 o- " ‘ Se 
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Hayle ; Heywood : Higher Walton ; High Wycombe ; Hoghton ; Hopwood: 
Houghton-le-Spring: Hull (three); Hunslet (two); Hyde; Hyde Park: 
Kilmarnock ; Kirkstead ; Leeds (two); Leytonstone; Littlethorpe ; Llansant- 
ffraid ; Llansilin ; London (two); Malpas; Manningham (two); Mareham- 
le-Fen ; Middleton Cheney : Mill Hill; Mirfield ; Moorside ; Morley ; Nelson: 
Newcastle-under-Lvme; New Tredegar; Niton: North Walsham; Old 
Charlton (five) ; Oswestry; Pontllanftraith ; Portessie ; Port Isaac; Radcliffe : 
Roath ; Rochdale: Rock; Rock Ferry (two); Roupell Park; Sandown : 
Savile Town; Sheepwash; Shrewsbury: Sompting; Southdown Chale: 
Staveley ; Sudbury (two) ; Sunderland ; Swalwell ; Thornhill ; Threapwood: 
Throckley ; Thurlstone ; Todmorden ; Trinant ; Tumby Woodside ; Tunstall : 
Tursdale ; Ventnor ; Wadebridge ; Washington ; Westbury-on-Trym ; Wild- 
more ; Wilmslow ; Witton Gilbert ; and Woodford (eleven) ; to lie upon the 
Table ie ss oe = ar te es = as - 3 


Licenstinc Briii.—Petitions for alteration; from Brighouse: Hammersmith : 
and Warwick ; to lie upon the Table ns a ie — és 3 


LocaL Aurnortities (TREASURY Powers) Brit.—Petition from Battersea. 
against ; to lie upon the Table = i be ¥ ‘fs BA 4 


SHop Hovrs Briu.—Petition from Dundee, for alteration; to lie upon the Table = 4 


Street Bertine Brii.—Petition from Westminster, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table ee aa ae ae a 7 ee “% Pa ag! 4 


TuBERcULosIs (ANIMALS) CoMPENSATION Briii.—Petitions against ; from Edin- 
burgh ; and Renfrew ; to lie upon the Table ae - és te 4 


VatuaTIon Brii.—Petition from Bury, against ; to lie upon the Table .. oF 4 


Vatvation Brii.—Petitions for alteration : from Dorking ; Hollingbourn ; Rye; 
and Wandsworth, to lie upon the Table bs + es 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RivER CoLtony.—Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the Finances of the Transvaal and Orange River Colony [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table es - ‘3 = 3 4 
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Factory AND WorkKsHoP (VENTILATION IN Corton CLotH Factorres).—Copy 
presented, of Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by 
F. Scudder, Esquire, F.I.C., on air tests in humid cotton weaving sheds [bv 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


NATIONAL GALLERY ([RELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Director of 
the National Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guardians 
for the year 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... a a 


County OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account presented, of the 
Receipts and Payments under the Act during the vear ended the 31st March 
1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 231.] 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Regulations for the Training of 
Teachers and for the Examination of Students in Training Colleges [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented. of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series. Nos. 3199 and 3200 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


PaPER LAtp UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Lunacy. Copy 
of Fiftv-eighth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord Chancel- 
lor [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 232 ] 


Loca, AUTHORITIES IN ScoTLAND (TECHNICAL Epucation).—Return ordered, 
* showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, Local Authorities in 
Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes of Technical 
Education during the year ending the 15th dav of May, 1904, under the 
following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; Educa- 
tion and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892; Technical Schools 
(Scotland) Act, 1887; Technical Instruction Amendment (Scotland ) Act, 
1892; and Publie Libraries Acts.”)—Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
“THe Times” In GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Markham 
(Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Ex.ecrric Ramways—PrecavuTIons FOR Pwusiic Sarery.—Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


DELAY IN ESTABLISHMENT OF TELEPHONE SYSTEM BETWEEN BALLYMENA AND 
LonDONDERRY.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, Lord 
Stanley me i ee gs ; sa a Pe a a4 


THE MUTESSARIFLIKS OF SELFIDGE AND KoritzA AND THE MUERZTEG AGREE- 
MENT.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. Se 
British ComMMERCIAL AGENT AT VLADIVOSTOCK.—Question, Mr. Moon ; Answer, 


Karl Percy .. - ea ‘i io es ee ee ee ee 


CoMMERCIAL TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ABYSSINIA.—Question, 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Earl Perey 


VALUE or LICENSED Premises For Propate.—Question, Mr. Corbett (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. oe rr x ue 
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Export OF COAL ABOVE THE VALUE OF 68. PER TON.—Question, Mr. Charles 
Douglas (Lanarkshire, N. W.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. re 8 





Income Tax InquiRY—EXEMPTION OF CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES.—Question, 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 8 


Duty Free Spirits UNDER SEcTION 8 oF Finance Act, 1902 —Question, Mr. 
Louis Sinclair ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. re Ss e 8 


Liquor AND Drvue TraFric In InpIa.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ea :; A ga u- Pe 9 


CaPTURE OF ILLIG—EXPLOSIVE BULLETS.—Question, Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster as ae jhe & 9 


White LasBour In TRANSVAAL GOLD Mines.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton Me ‘5 “ae ae 9 


Epvucation \ScoTLanp) BiLt.—Question, Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, 
College) ; Answer, Mr. A.J. Balfour .. a sia oe Ss «. 20 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ARMY CLOTHING F'AcTORY—ATMOSPHERE IN Pressinc Rooms.—Questions, Mr. 
Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean), and Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office a ee Davenport, wean 
Macclesfield) ne : ; 10 


THE Mowatt ComMitree’s REporT.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bromley-Davenport - + ns = er 


RECRUITMENT OF CHINESE COOLIES FOR THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. 
Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar), and Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud); Answers, The Secretary of State for the (Colonies Mr. 
Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) . : oh + <> ae 


BERI-BERI IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland), Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.), and Captain Norton ; Answers 
Mr. Lyttelton ee = ~ _ ¥% va ee aa <a 


THe Lanpine oF Coo.ies AT DurBAN.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara ; Answers, 
Mr. Lyttelton = les sh - es ie - as a 


PresENT NuMBER OF CHINESE CooLies IN SourH AFRIcA.—Questions, Dr. 
Macnamara and Mr. Herbert Samuel; Answers, Mr. Lyttelton  .. ~~ ae 


SoutH AFRICAN CoNSTABULARY.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; Answer, Mr. 
Lyttelton .. es i + - a we is ea a 


Save or Inroxicatine Liquor anp Drugs 1n InDIA.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton wi hi eee 


Concessions TO East Arrica SYNDICATE.—Question, Mr. Labouchere (North- 
ampton) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, S.) $ ww 
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8 Finance REGULATIONS—IssUES FROM THE CONSOLIDATED FuND.—Questions, Mr. 


Edmund Robertson (Dundee) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) .. 19 


3 
THE New TaxeEs.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain re oy “ “s -s > oe ‘a —— 
WorRKMEN’S COMPENSATION FoR AccIDENTS Act AMENDMENT BILL.—Question, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Cochrane, Ayrshire, N.) .. PF is me ow 


Rattican’s Estate, EDGEwoRTHSTOWN.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 21 


Mrs. Lepurtn’s Estate, County Lonerorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ne ai es ne i s oe 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL ORGANISATION SocrETY.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - * - ¥ <a 


Party Demonstrations IN ULsTeER.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham oe me Be i, ae ne 22 


Ir1isH DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE-—OFFICERS SALARIES AND TRAVELLING 
ExpensEs.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndjam * ee 


Woopwork Instruction In Ir1IsH ScHoots.—Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien 
(Cork) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve Pa a BS x ore. 


Krixeston Esrare.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 24 
ConsTABLEs’ LopGING OUT—ALLOWANCES AT MILLSTREET.—Question, Mr. 

Sheehan (Cork County, Mid); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 
ARBITRATOR’S AWARD FOR LAND FOR LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE CASTLE- 

BLAYNEY Union.—Question, Mr. McKean (Monaghan, 8.): Answer, Mr. 

Wyndham .. ke es ws wi ro - - a << “a 
INSPECTION OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES—BALLYMAHAN GRIEVANCE.—Questions, 

Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. a a 4 oe 
MILLstTREET PoLticE—LopGinc ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Sheehan: Answer, 

Mr. Wyndham es a re a ry i - Pe -- 26 
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tion, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 27 
IrtsH Assistant TEACHERS’ Pay.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell ; Answer, 
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CoNSTABLE ANDERSON, Roya IrRIsH CoNSTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Charles 
C.aig (Antrim, 8.) and Mr. Joseph Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham.. 


InQuIRY INTO THE INCIDENCE OF TAXATION.—Questions, Mr. Channing (North- 


amptonshire, E.); Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Biock1nG Morions.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman eine mee and 
Mr. Labouchere ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ ue 


The Finance Bill.—Questions, Mr. Whitley (Halifax), and Mr. Buchanan ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour rae ne se ots 8 


Dean Forest Bill.—Reported, from the Select Committee, with Minutes of 
Evidence. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 233.] 


Bill, as amended, re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House for 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 247.] 


SELECTION (STanpING ComMMITTEES).—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection: That they had discharged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure ; 
Mr. Colston and Mr. Shackleton ; and had appointed in substitution, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree and Dr. Shipman. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


Pusiic Petitions ComMirree.—Ninth Report brought up, and read; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Leave given to the Committee to make a special report. 

Special Report brought up, and read. 

Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 234.] 
LICENSING BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
iMr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1. 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page |, line 7, after the words ‘ ill-conducted ’ to insert the words 
‘or for not having provided suitable refreshment.’ ” 


Roberts.) 





Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. i 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 

Ur. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Sir Edward Grey ( Northumberland, Berw ick) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ee 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) me 

Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) : 

Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen V alley) 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ‘ 

Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) 

Colonel Pilkinyton (Lancashire, Newton) 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided —Ayes, 180 ; Noes, 265, (Division List No. 181.) 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. 


Amendment proposed— 


- 


In page 1, line 7, after the words ‘ ill-conducted ’ to insert the 
words ‘ or are remote from or difficult of police supervision.’ ”—(Mr. 


J. H. Lewis.) 
(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 

The Secretary of State for ‘the Home ee nt (Mr. " Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) F ae a 

Mr. Whittaker 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Disraeli 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouths shire, Ni. “ 

The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, “Dublin University) .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 258. (Division List, No. 182.) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the word ‘are,’ and insert the 
words ‘that undesirable practices or methods of trading have been 
«arried on in or in connection therewith or that the premises are in- 
sanitary or.’ ’—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ are’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. Austin Taylor 

Mr. Whitley 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University 

Sir Robert Reid 7 

Sir Edward Carson 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8. .. 

Mr. Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) 

Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, spend 

Sir Edward Grey... 

Major Jameson : 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 

Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 
Mr. Lloyd-George .. ‘ és 

Mr. Bousfield a N.) 

Mr. Atherley-J ones (Durham, N. Ww.) 

Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) es 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) 

Mr. Edwards (Radnor) ‘ 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) 
Mr. John Ellis en viens 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Asquith 

Mr. Bousfield 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) 
Mr. Markham i 
Mr. J. F. Hope ( (Sheffield, Brightside) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 268; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 183.) 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ structurally deficient 
or.’ °—(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Sir Robert Reid 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ unsuitable or.’ ”’—(Mr. 
H. D. Greene.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ unsuitable’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. Lawson Walton .. 
Mr. Markh:m 

Sir Edward Carson .. 
Sir Robert Reid 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill (By Orper).—As amended, 


considered. 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S.) ar oe _ oe ee 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 13, after the word ‘ require ’ to insert the words, 
‘(2) Ifa person upon whom a notice has been served as aforesaid makes 
default in complying with any of the requisitions thereof within the time 
specified, the sanitary authority shall make a complaint under the Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction Acts, and the petty sessional court hearing the 
complaint may make on such person a summary order requiring each 
person to comply with all or any of the requisitions of the notice.’ ”’— 
(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Horsham) 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) ; 

Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) a 

Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcester:hire, N.) 


Question put, and negatived . 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 28, line 23, to leave out Clause 46.” —(Dr. Ambrose 


”? 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That Clause 46 stand part of the Bill. 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. ee ea 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horshwm) 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) ‘ 7 4 Ws ay 
Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby)  .. he de a os 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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Licensing Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed again— 


** In page |, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ unsuitable, or.’ ”’—(Mr. 
H. D. Greene.) 


3 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ unsuitable’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. H. D. Greene : 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Whitle, 


A:mendment proposed— 


- 


‘In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ unsuitable,’ to insert the word s 
‘ or of insufficient value.’ ”’—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Se:retary of State for the Home Department Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. ue < ay me 
° Sir Robert Reid 
Sir Edward Carson 
Mr. Samuel Evans 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Bousfield 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 7, after the word * unsuitable ’ to insert the words 
‘or that the licensee refuses or has wilfully neglectsd to comply with 
any reasonable requirements of the justices.’ ”’—(Mr. Bousfield.) 


(Ju -stion proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Carson 

Sir Robert Reid ‘ 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 
Mr. Lloyd-George ‘ 

Sir J. Stirling-Mazwell (Glasgoe, ( ‘ollege).. 
Mr. A. J. Baljour : es : 
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Mr. Whittaker : re 7 af $3 er 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) es i ‘a an 
Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 214. (Division List No. 184.) 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Friday. 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 30TH JUNE, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North Western any and Power Gas Bill. Seca with Amend- 


ments 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill [x.L.]—Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to x i ‘a 


City of London (Central Criminal Court House) Bill—Moved, That the 
order made on the 14th day of March last, “ That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 16th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to. 
Bill read 2* accordingly and committed. 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers Bill) [H.1.]; Bridlington Cor- 
poration Bill [u.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill.—Read 3*, with the sonia and 
passed, and returned to the Commons .. wa . 


Wolverhampton Corporation Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .. 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill—Brought from the Com- 
mons; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners 


Manchester Ship Canal (Fi ee Bill De. L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to : 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [x.1.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments to be considered to-morrow 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill os L. Samant ned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 
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Preston Corporation Water Bill [x.L.] —Shipley Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The 


said Amendments considered, and agreed to . 


Scotch Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Edin- 
burgh Bill [x.1.]—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill | [ he ‘h 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons . 


Govan Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.]; Caledonian Railway 
Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Glasgow and South-Western Railway 
Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.]. Read 2* (according to order), and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been reported from the Committee. Bills to be read 3* To-morrow .. ‘ 


Wishaw Corporation Order Confirmation Bill[x...]— Airdrie Corpora- 
tion Gas Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons .. ‘ oe re we és 


Leith Burgh Order Confirmation Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), an 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons e 


Motherwell and Bellshill Railway (Abandonment) Order Confirmation 
Bill ; North British Railway (General Powers) Order Confirmation Bill; 
Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill. Read 3* (according 
to order), and passed - ‘se 4 ra 


Dundee, Broughty Ferry and District Tramways Order Confirmation 
Bill.—Order of the Day for the Third Reading, read, and discharged 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—London 
and India Docks Company Bill ; Swindon Corporation Bill ; Middlesbrough, 
Stockton-on-Tees, and Thornaby Tramways Bill ; Carlisle Corporation Bill ; 
Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills: (viz.), M. Camden, E. 
Mayo, V. Hampden (Chairman), L. Lovat, L. Lyveden; agreed to; and 
the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Friday 
the 8th of July next at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bill .. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—A message 
ordered to be sent to the House of Commons to propose that the Joint Com- 
mittee do meet in Committee Room B on Tuesday next, at Twelve o’clock 


Education Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons and read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners, 


(No. 129.) .. ‘3 js ‘a _ a “a “s = as 
PETITIONS 


Supp.y oF Evectriciry BIL [H.L.].—Petitions to be heard by Counsel against ; 
of Metropolitan Borough of St. Pancras; and Local Authorities and Com- 
- panies ow rain Electricity Undertakings in Conference ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table .. 
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Cheshire, Macclesfield) .. its ° - 4 oy .. 188 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 185.) 


Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square) * - es .. 193 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, oases “a - v3 .. 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) .. i a ie .. 196 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. = - € - 1) 3S 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) as ~; - wis ie .- 199 
Major Seely (Isle‘of Wight) .. pis zi rs <3 ae .. 200 
Sir A. Hayter (Walsall) + ‘ _ . es ss .. 203 
Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) .. ie oe a me at .. 208 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) .. ote ‘x + - .. 204 
Mr. Bromley Davenport ‘3 : es oe ec oy .. 204 
Colonel Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) “i 7 a2 cs .. 207 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 3, _ + + .. 208 


Resolution agreed to. 
Suppty [127TH Apritj.—Resolutions reported. 


Navy Estimates, 1904-5, 


1, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £3,646,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Naval Armaments, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 

2. Sec. 1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £3,044,200, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the Personnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of pavment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 


3. Sec. 2. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £5,062,800, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Expense of the Matériel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, &c., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Hcme and Abroad, which will come im course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 
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4. “ That a sum, not exceeding £2,428,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Victualling ‘and ( ‘othing for the Navy, including the 
cost of Victualling Establishments at Home and Abroad, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 


IN 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £293,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Medical Services, including the cost of Medical Estab- 
lishments at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 


6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £15,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Martial Law, including the cost of Naval Prisons at 
i Home and Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 





Se Oe ee 


aa 


fod 


7. “ That a sum, not exceeding £72,600, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expenses of Scientific Services, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 


eee 


‘“* That a sum, not exceeding £404,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expenses of the Royal Naval Reserve, the Royal Fleet Reserve, 
(including Seamen Pensioner Reserve), and the Royal Naval Volunteers, &c., 
which will come in course of payment during the vear ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1905.” 


9. “ That a sum, not exceeding £444,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of various Miscellaneous Effective Services, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1905.” 


10. “ That a sum, not exceeding £796,200, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expenses of Half Pay, Reserved, and Retired Pay, to Officers of 
the Navy and Marines, which will come in course of payment during the vear 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 

11. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £353,300, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of Civil Pensions and Gratuities,-which will come in 
cour e of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1905.” 
Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 4 a3 &: a co Ol 


Motion made, and Question, “‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” —(Mr. 
Edmund Robertson)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Second Resolution. 


Mr. Edmund Robertson 211 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) : x = .. 215 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’ s) iA be te Ms = <> 
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Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ‘ e os Be 08 ~~ 
Sir Charles Dilke if 2% 4 ii - a i .. 218 
Mr. Preyman > _ ine i ‘ ne ‘s os 3H 


Resolution agreed to, 


Third Resolution. 


Mr. Edmund Robertson 5h oe me ie ey ay .. 220 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ‘i 3 > aoe 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) oi ‘a v ba . 3 
Mr. Pretyman (Suffolk, Woodbridge) ss a ‘ as -. 225 
Mr. Buchanan, (Perthshire, E ) _ 6 ' - «. 226 


Third Resolution agreed to. 
Further Consideration of subsequent Resolutions deferred till Monday next. 
SupPLy. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
CivIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT Estimates, 1904-5. 
Crass I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That a sum, not exceeding £35,500, 
be granted to Mis Hajesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
31st day of March, 1905, for Expenditure in respect of Royal Palaces.” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax) .. “is bi Mie we i an -" se 228 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That a sum, not exceeding £30,500, 
be granted for the said service.” —(Mr. Whitley). 


Mr. Gibson Bowles... 3 a ee i ae me .. 228 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ne Le ee oe oe .. 229 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) - ” a = .. 229 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ae 3 Se ey si .- 230 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That a sum, not exceeding £69,100, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 
Gardens.” , 
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Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Mr. Labouchere (N. orthampton) 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) .. 


XXxiii 
Page 
232 


233 
234 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAMROADS BiLL [Lorps] (By OrpER).—Order 
for Consideration, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) 
Sir Walter Plummer (Newcastle-on-T yne) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ Bill,’ and add the 
words ‘ be re-committed to the former Committee in respect of Clauses 


15 and 16.’ ”’—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


234 
238 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, EH.) .. 
Mr. Hugh Smith (Northumberland, Tyneside) 


Mr. Benn (Devonport) 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 

Glasgow, Blackfriars) 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) . 
Mr. William Rutherford ( (Liver pool, ‘West Derby) 


Mr. Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) 


Sir Robert Hermon-Hodge (Oxfordshire, Henley) 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rughy) . 


Question put. 


‘The House divided :—Ayes, 142; Noes, 178. 


Words added— 


(Division List No. 186.) 


240 
244 
245 


247 
251 
252 
255 
257 
257 
258 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to ; Bill re-committed to the 


former Committee in respect of Clauses 15 and 16. 


Suppiy [l5rH ALLorrep Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.} 
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Civit Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1904-5. . 
Cuass I. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exeeeding £69,100, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 


the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1905, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 


Gardens.” 


Mr. Scott-Montague (Hampshire, New Forest) 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, Ist JULY, 1904. 


Lorp HENNIKER.—Petition of Charles Henry Chandos Henniker-Major, Baron 
Henniker in the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the election 
of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chan- 
cellor to consider and report thereupon to the House .. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric wend nae Ue. L. ad —Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [#...].—Reported from 
. the Select Committee, with Amendments (costs awarded), and committed 


to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [x.L.].—Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next 


Ele.tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [x.u.].—Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Monday next 


Doncaster on a — from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments +a - a da wi - 


Soothill Nether Urban District ee - ee from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments 


De Trafford Estate —. eae ~ and dante and seut to the 


Commons 


Great Central Railway Bill; Plymouth Corporation Bill. Read 3*, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ~~ ee 
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265 


265 


265 


265 


265 


265 
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Matlock and District Gas Bill Ue. L.].—Returned from the Commons mage 
to, with Amendments . , 


Great Northern Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to si é - oe as 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Brought from the Com- 
mons, read 14, and referred to the Examiners gfe aA . Sia 


Skipton Water and Improvement Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 
Hamilton Gas Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.] Read 2* (according to order) 


Govan Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—-Caledonian Railway 
Order Confirmation Bill [H.1.] ; Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Order Confirmation Bill seal Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. . os oa ae 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [x...]. Committee of the Whole House 
(which stands appointed for this day), put off to Tuesday next = 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [#.1].— 
Commons Amendments considered (according to order), and agreed to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WHALING AND WHALE CurING (ScoTLaAND).—Report of a Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary for Scotland to inquire into the new 
whaling and whale-curing industry on the coast of Scotland and in the ad- 
jacent waters. Vol. [. Report Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Post Orrice (Savincs BANK REGULATIONS).—Regalations affecting the transac- 


tion of savings bank business at the British Post Office at Constantinople | 


and at Smyrna. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


Light Railways Bill ‘a L. Ie —Order for the Third Reading on wan next, 
discharged .. : ‘ig 


NavuTIcAL CHARITIES. 


Lord Muskerry oe “a i oe he 

Lord Wolverton Es ae - re ae 
Tae Royat DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

The Duke of Norfolk.. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That whereas, under the Bill of Rights and the Act of 
Settlement, the Sovereign is required to join in the Communion with 
-the Church of England as by law established, and ample securities are 
provided to ensure the Protestant Succession to the Crown ; and whereas 
in addition to these securities, the Sovereign is required, immediately 
after his Accession, to make a Declaration, commonly called the Declara- 
against Transubstantiation, which is deeply and needlessly offensive 


62 


266 


266 


266 


266 


266 


266 


266 


267 
268 


268 











XXxxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 1.] 


to many millions of loyal subjects of His Majesty, this House is of 
opinion that the Declaration aforesaid ought to be amended so as not 
to include the condemnation or repudiation of specific doctrines which 
form part of the conscientious beliefs of any of His Majesty’s subjects.” 
——(The Duke of Norfolk.) 


The Earl of Jersey 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the words after the word ‘ That’ and to insert the 
words ‘this House, while desirous that no expression unnecessarily 
offensive to any of his subjects should be required of the Sovereign on His 
Accession to the Throne, is of opinion that nothing should be done to 
weaken the security of the Protestant Succession.’ ”—(The Earl of 
Jersey.) 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury y 
Earl Cowper ° 

The Marquess of Ripon a“ 

The Secretary of State for Foreign A fairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
The Earl of Crewe se 

The Lord Bishop of Bristol .. 

Lord Herries - 

The Duke of N orfoldk. . 

The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


On Question, “‘ That the words proposed to be left “out stand part of the 
Motion,” resolved in the negative. 


Words inserted. 
Resolution, as amended, agreed to. 
Lord Stanmore oe a8 ee 2 oa oe we re 


Amendment moved— 


“ To add the following words to the Resolution, ‘ and that a Select 
Committee be appointed to consider whether any unnecessarily offen- 
sive words may not be expunged from the King’s Declaration without 
incurring such danger.’ ”—(Lord Stanmore.) 


ome 


Lord Tweedmouth . 
The Duke of Northumberland 


Moved, The previous Question.—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of sesiiaie 

The Lord Archbishop of eeuadl ‘ ‘ 

The Duke of Norfolk “ a ais os oi ai 
Viscount Halifax 5% as me es a9 ai ee 


0.1 Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 36 ; Not-contents, 103, 
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CHANTREY Trust.—The following Lords were named of the Select Committee— 


E. Carlisle. L. Ribblesdale. 
E. Lytton. L. Newton. 
E. Crewe. L. Killanin. 


L. Windsor. 


The Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at three o'clock, and to appoint 
their own Chairman de ee as é 7 is .. 313 


Open Spaces Bill [1.1 —— 3* italaaiatis to eae and nes and sent 
to the Commons : ea : ; +. 7a 


Reserve Forces Bill [x.u.].—Read 3* ern to — and passed, and 
sent to the Commons a : =e aay toe 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Seven o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, Ist JULY, 1904. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
ComPLieD WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz :—Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill 
[Lords] ; Oakengates and Dawley Joint Water Board Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time a oe Pe <3 ane 


ProvisionaL OrpDeER Bitis [Lorps] (No Stanpine ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :—Canal Rates and Charges (Regent’s Canal) Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next .. .. 314 


County of Suffolk Bill (Sranpine ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NoT Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Hable Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred pursuant to the Order of the House of the 27th day of June, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have not been complied with 
viz. :—County of Suffolk Bill. 


Ordered, That the — be referred to the Select Committee on ani 
Orders i o* és ¥ ss - .. 315 
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London and North Western Railway Bill—Lords Amendments con- 

sidered, and agreed to aah em ath me ye “a .. 315 
Ticehurst and District Water and Gas = saniiill — Read the third ee 

and passed, with Amendments . 315 
Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill apie —As amended, to be con- 

sidered upon Monday next . 315 
Minehead Urban District Council Water Bill sine —As amended, con- 

sidered ; to be read the third time 315 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Ordered, That Standing 

Order 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now fead the third time.— 

(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 315 
Melrose District Water Order Confirmation Bill.—Considered ; to be read 

the third time upon Monday next ; ws ee oe obo 
Tynemouth Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Harrogate Waterworks Tramroad 

Bill [Lords] ; Ebbw Vale Urban District Water Bill [Lords] ; Derwent Valley 

Water Board Bill [Lords]. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed be os we al at oe 
Richard Jaeger’s Patent Bill penne eae with Amendments; ae 

to lie upon the Table . 315 
St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; x ane 

to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time , .. 315 
Education Board Provisional Order (Birmingham) Bill [Lorps].—Re- 

ported, without Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 

upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 315 
Pier Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with- 

out Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 

Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 315 

PETITIONS. tis 4 il 

Epucation (Scor.anp) Briu.—Petition from Motherwell, for alteration ; to lie 

upon the Table 316 


Licensinc BILL.—Petitions against ; from Aberfeldy ; Accrington; Ardsley ; 
Ashton under Lyne ; Badbury: ; Barry Dock ; Bodmin ; Bradford ; Brailes: 
Broad Town ; Bronynant ; Cawthorne ; Cheadle ; Chesham (eight) ; Colwyn 
Bay ; Cottingham ; Crowton ; Dalton Dunmore ; East Glamorgan ; Edin- 
burgh ; Edlesborough : Enderby wPalkitk : Falmouth : Glaisdale ; Hackney ; 


Hampton Court ; Harthill ; Higher Walton ; Histon ; Hodson ; Houlsyke ; 
Hoylake ; Hurnworth on Toes : Ketley uate « Kidderminster : Lanark ; 
Lancaster ; Langthorpe ; Littleworth ; Llanivet ; Lonon ; Loxley ; Mapperley 
Market Rasen : Marton le Moor ; Malone (tw 0); Melmerby ; Methwold ; 
Middle Rasen ; Morecambe (two) ; Motherwell (two) ; Mountsorrel (two) ; 
Nanstallon : Newsaitie: -on-Tyne (two) ; Norton le Clay ; Nottingham ; Pen- 
maenrhos ; Polbrock ; Pontlottyn ; Rainton ; St. Helen’s; Scarborough ; 
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Selkirk ; Snow Hill ; Stockport ; Stratford ; Swindon ; Swinton ; Tamworth; 
Terrington St. Clement ; Thorpe ; Tottenham (two) ; Turnchapel ; Upper 
Stratton ; Walthamstow ; Wanborough ; Warborough ; Westerdale ; West 
Kirby ; Whitwinch ; Wigan ; and Wroughton ; to lie upon the Table 


Lanbs Vauvation (Scortanp) Briu.—Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table es ‘ < 


LanD Vatvurs Taxation (ScoTuanD) Briu.—Petition from Motherwell in favour; 
to lie upon the Table 


Licensine Brit.—Petitions for alteration ; from Leek ; and Nottingham ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RaiLways (Private Srprnes) Briu.—Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ : : 4 a 


SmatL Hotpers (ScoruanD) Brii.—Petition from Mosherwell, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) ComPENSATION Brit.—Petition from Motherwell, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


VALUATION BiLt.—Petitions for alteration ; from Crediton ; and Hayfield ; to 
lie upon the Table «e ai ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WHALING AND Wuate-Curtne (Scortanp).—Copy presented, of Report of a 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary for Scotland to inquire 
into the new Whaling and Whale-curing Industry on the Coast of Scotland 
and the adjacent waters. Vol. I., Report [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table Bee ew han or. ben treg = onake. esaad! estate) ee 


t” QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Drart ScHeMe oF CuHarity COMMISSIONERS FOR WHITSTABLE CHARITIES.— 
Question, Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans); Answer, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen oe ne Pe Pe Sy 2 =i Se - 


TRANSFER OF Powers oF IRISH HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS TO THE COUNTY 
CounciLs.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘s i as ~ 

DELAY IN THE PuBLICATION oF ConsuLAR Reports.—Question, Mr. Yoxall 
Nottingham, W); Answer, Earl Percy ES Bg ar a 


ScaLEs For Weicutne LETTERS IN SuB-Post Orrices.—Question, Mr. Nannett: 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley oe +: 


REMUNERATION oF IRISH SuB-PosTMASTERS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipper- 
ary, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ; ‘+ mS 6 - 


CustomMs~<-PROMOTION OF JUNIOR ASSISTANT CLERKS FOR SpecraL Work.— 
Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr, Victor Cavendish ., Pe ‘ 
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LicENnsING BILL (PROCEDURE.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


Manchester, E.) ea vv 320 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the proceedings in Committee 
and on Report of the Licensing Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in 
the manner hereinafter mentioned on six allotted days— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on Clause | on the first allotted 
day. 

“(b) The proceedings in Committee on Clauses 2 and 3 on the 
second allotted day. 


(ce) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 4 on the third 
allotted day. 


“(d) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining clauses of 
the Bill, and on any new Government clauses, and on schedules and 
any new Government schedules, dnd any other proceedings necessary 
to bring the Committee stage to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day. 


‘*(e) The proceedings on Report on any new clauses and on Am+nd- 
ments to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be brought to a conclusion on 
the fifth allotted day ; and 


({) The proceedings on Report be concluded on the sixth allotted 
ay. ° 





After this order comes into operation, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the Licensing Bill is put 
down as the first Order of the Day : 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, or if the day isa F'r day at 4.30 p.m., | 
the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the Question or Questions on 
any Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any Amendments 
moved by the Government of which notice has been given (but no other 
Amendments) and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted 
business to be concluded on the allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new clauses 
or schedules, he shall put only the Question that the Amendment be made, 
or that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, as the case may be. 


“At 12 midnight on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is 
put down as first Order, or, if that day is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the 
Speaker shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the pro- 
c2edings on that stage of the Bill. 


** Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted (except 
at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.), under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House : 


“* After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings 
on the Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion 
on the Bill, nor under any Standing Order No. 10, nor Motion to postpone a 
élause, shall be received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bil], 
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and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. Nor shall any 
opposed Private Business be set down at the Evening Sitting for considera- 

tion on any of the allotted days or on the day on which the Third Reading of 
the Bill is put down as first Order. 


“If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in 
force in any subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Bal- 
four.) 


= Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) .. oe ee ee oe we .. 33 


Amendment proposed— 


**In line 1, to leave out all the words after the word ‘ That,’ and 
insert the words ‘ this House declines to consider a proposal to deprive 
the House of Commons, without any justification in the previous 
course of the debate, of all power of reasonable and adequate discussion 
in respect of a measure which seeks, in the absence of any authority 
from the country, to make fundamental and much controverted changes 
in laws vitally affecting the well-being of the people.’ ”—(Mr. Asquith) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words ‘ the proceedings’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) se se Pa wi we .. 339 








Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. we 7 a .. 340 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshire)  .. ea ‘ce a 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) od ne .. 343 
| Mr. Henry Hobhouse — me) s- es a .. 344 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) .. ‘ ai es it “3 .. 348 
| Mr. Emmott (Oldham) i " e - as .. 390 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) .. Pe a re be .. 355 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) .. “ ss e a .. 3d7 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .. ee i .. 36) 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) sa re .. 365 
Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.). ; : “a is .. 370 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) Li ri ss a o. oa 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) .. a = ‘: “a -. 399 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) .. wa te re .. 382 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) .. _ ae a .. S84 


Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. sie ne a + .. 386 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
(Mr. John Morley)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Dean Forest (Re-Committed) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and en 
without Amendment. Read the third time, and passed .. a 388 


Post Office Sites Bill—[Srconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Lord Stanley)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn—(Sir A. A. 
Acland-Hood.)—put, and agreed to oa ae ms : 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-seven minutes after Five o’clock, 
till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 4rxn JULY, 1904. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CuaNncELLor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3); Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4); Drainage and Improvement 
of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) ; 
Education Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have not been complied with :—Saddleworth and 
Springhead Tramways. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill—The King’s con- 
sent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments ‘ te 


Matlock and District Gas = UH L.].—Commons Amendments considered, 
and agreed to , ; ; 5% i eid 


Ilford Urban District Council Bill [x.u.]—Read 3*; Amendments siemens 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons .. . 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons . . 


Dean Forest Bill; Rotherham Corporation Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons; read 1": ; and referred to the Examiners fs me sf 


Ticehurst and District Water and Gas Bill [1...].—Returned from the Com- 


mons agreed to, with Am2ndments. The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
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London and North Western Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons 
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and India Docks Company Bill; Swindon Corporation Bill; Middles- 
brough, Stockton-on-Tees, and Thornaby Tramways Bill; Carlisle Cor- 
poration Bill; Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill; Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection. That the Lord Braye be proposed to the House as 
a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl 
of Mayo; read, and agreed to - 390 

Buxton Urban District Council Bill [u.L.].—The it s consent ae 
and Bill reported, with Amendments . 390 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [4.L.].—Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 


Whole House To-morrow .. es ye ae 4 ta 390 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders {(No. 4) }Bill [x.L.]—(Walton-on- 
Thames Order).—Reported from the Seloct Committee, with Amendments, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow -- 390 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [#.1.]—(Kingswood 
Order opposed).—Report from the Select Committee, Thatthe Committee 
had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties having 
appeared in opposition to the said Order; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 17th and 2Ist of June a the Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow .. > ss Jeo 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [1.u.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). The Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made ; further Amendments made. Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow .. .. 390 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [1.u.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). The Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made; a further Amendment made; Standing Committe> 


negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow .. 390 


PETITIONS. 


| SuppLy or Execrriciry Brut [x.t.].—Petitions to be heard by Counsel against ; 


of Corporation of Tynemouth ; Corporation of Islington ; and Metropoli an 
Electric Supply Company. Read, and ordered tolieonthe Table .. -- ooh 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Care or Goop Horr (Osservatory).—Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer at 


the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary of the Admiralty, for the year 1903.. 391 
TraDE Report (ANNUAL SErtEs).—No. 3201. France (Nice). .. we -- 391 
TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE River Cotony. Peas iii relating to affairs in 

the Transvaal and Orange River Colony . be “3 +i .. 391 

391 


Sour Arrica.—Census returns of British South Africa .. 
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Factory AND WorksHop.—Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops for the year 1903. Part I. Reports a 


Education (Scotland) Bill.—Return showing the population, valuation, the 
average assessment levied under the Education (Scotland) Act, 1872, for 
the three years 1900-1901 to 1902-1903 in each parish, and the total raised 
from each local government district, together with calculations showing the 
amount which would be raised from each parish if the total assessment so 
raised from each local government district were imposed as a district rate 
upon parishes on the basis of (1) Valuation alone ; and (2) Half on valuation 
and half on population és ‘ 


Lasour Statistics (St. Lours Exu1pition).—Charts (reduced in size) illustrating 
the statistics of trade, employment, and conditions of labour in the United 
Kingdom, prepared for St. Louis Exhibition by the Commercial, Labour, 
and Statistical Department of the Board of Trade. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


INTERMEDIATE Epvucation (IRELAND).—Rules made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland (1) determining the number of centre super- 
intendents to be appointed for the examinations for 1904 ; (2) appointing 
the places at which the examinations for 1904 shall be held .. ot és 


Pusiic Works Loan Boarp.—Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the Public Works 
Loan Board, 1903-1904 ; with appendices. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie on the Table 


StanpInc CommiTTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the 
Standing Committee, That they have added the Viscount Sidmouth to the 
Standing Committee; read, and ordered to lie on the table. . i 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.— Message from the 
Commons that they have ordered the Committee appointed by them 
to join with the Committee of this House to consider the said Bill do meet 
the Lords Committee in Committee Room B on Tuesday next, at Twelve 
o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships. . “i es 


Education (Transferred Schools) Bill [u.t.] [Seconp Reapine.]—Order 
of the day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Bishop of St. Asaph. 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*,”—(The Lord Bishop of St. Asaph.) 


The Lord President of the Council and President sg the Board wie Education 
(The Marquess of eieetind 

Lord Tweedmouth .. 

The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 

Lord Stanley of Alderley ‘ 

Lord Norton .. 

The Lord Bishop of Rochester 
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Lord Ribblesdale hy 
The Lord Bishop of Hereford 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Farl of Selborne) . 


On Question, Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Seven o'clock, till To-— 


morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 4ru JULY, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lorps] (Stanp1nc Orpers Not Previousty INQuIRED INTO | 


CompLieD WitH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz.:—Bridlington Corporation Bill [Lords]: 
Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill [Lords]; Manchester Corporation 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time’ 


PrivaTE Britis [Lorps] (No StanpING OrpERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Pri 
vate Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, 
viz. :—Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate Bill [Lords]; Scarisbrick 
Estate (Amendment) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered. That the Bills be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORvEk Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow .. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Billf; Brymbo Water Bill; Great 
Central and Midland Joint Railways Bill ; Humber Commercial Railway 
and Dock Bill ; Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to a eo ‘ * a iia a3 


Mersey Docks and ane jBoard - [Lorps]. As amended, to be con- 
sidered To-morrow ea ee re as ia 
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Rotherham Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered. Ordered, That 
Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read 


the third time.—({ Mr. Caldwell.) i 





Bill according read the third time, and passed... - oe .. 438 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of Time) ae waited —As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time até 439 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill [Lorps] (by —_ —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time i . Be 439 


Selby Urban District Council Bill (by Order). As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time .. a at .. 439 


Melrose District eneeed Order epee Bill.— Read the third time, 
and passed ‘ 439 


Education Board Provisiona] Order (Birmingham) Bill [Lorps]; Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill sid Read the third time, 











and passed, without Amendment 439 
Canal Rates and Charges (Regent’s Canal) Order eemaeaaiien Bill 

[Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed = 439 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 

ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table -. 439 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow, and to be printed. Bill [251.] 439 


Private Biuts (Group L).—Ordered, That Henry Francis Berry, Thomas Messer 
Sturgess, and Robert Pittills Dawson do attend the Committee on sib L | 
of Private Bills To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock .. - .. 439 


Private Brits (Group L).—Ordered {That Thomas Carr, James Tait, and Alex- 
ander M‘Bay do attend the Committee on Group L of Private Bills To-morrow, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock .. ro es as a és .. 440 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Motherwell and Bellshill 
Railway (Abandonment) Order Confirmation Bill; North British Railway 
(General Powers) Order Confirmation Bill; Paisley District Tramways 
Order Confirmation Bill ; without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Leith Burgh Order Confirmation Bill ; Crystal 
Palace District Gas Bill, with an Amendment. 


Wolverhampton Corporation Bill; Great Central Railway Bill ; 
Plymouth Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill g 
{Lords]; Preston Corporation Water Bill [Lords]; Shipley Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]; Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill 
[Lords], without Amendment. 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to consolidate enact- 
ments relating to Open Spaces.” [Open Spaces Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to amendthe Law relating to the Reserve 
Forces.” [Reserve Forces Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order made by 
the Scotch Education Department, under the Education (Scotland) Act, 1878, 
to enable the School Board of the Burgh of Edinburgh to put in force the 
Lands Clauses Acts.” [Scotch Education Department Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Edinburgh) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Bishop Auckland, Shildon, and Spennymoor Tramways, Dewsbury Corpora- 
tion Tramways, East Ham Urban District Council Tramways, Ossett Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Sunderland Corporation Tramway, and West Ham Corpora- 
tion Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords] .4 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Wishaw 
Corporation.” [Wishaw Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Airdrie 


Page 


Corporation Gas,” [Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Burgh of Govan.” Govan Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
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vesting Life interest in such Trustees; and for other purposes.” [De 
Trafford Estate Bill [Lords. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to authorise the Urban District 
Council of Ilford, in the county of Essex, to carry out street improvements ; 
to make further provision for the improvement, health, local Government, 
and finance of the district ; and for other purposes.” [Ilford Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords.] ar ‘cs as - a wn ‘ 


Scotch Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Edin- 


burgh) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 252] .. ai a 
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Licensing Bill (ProcepurE).— 


Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment to Question (1st 
July], “That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of the 
Licensing Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in the manner herein- 
after mentioned in six allotted days— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 1 on the first allotted day. 


(b) The proceedings in Committee on Clauses 2 and 3 on the second allotted 
day. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 4 on the third allotted day. 


(d) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining clauses of the Bill, and 
on any new Government clauses, and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any other proceedings necessary to bring 
the Committee stage to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day. 


(ec) The proceedings on Report on any new clauses and on Amendments 
to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be brought to a conclusion on the 
fifth allotted day; and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be concluded on the sixth allotted day. 


After this order comes into operation, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the Licensing Bill 
is put down as the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., 
the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the Question or Ques- 
tions on any Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, 
and shall next proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any 
Amendments moved by the Government of which notice has been given 
(but no other Amendments) and on every Question necessary to dispose 
of the allotted business to be concluded on the allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amendments, or of Gevernment new clauses or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question that the Amendment be made, 
or that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, as the case may be. 


At twelve midnight of the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is put 
down as first order, or, if that day is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the proceed- 
ings on that stage of the Bill. 


Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted (except at 
an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.), under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of the day, no dilatory Motion on 
the Bill, nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor Motion to postpone a 
clause, shall be received, unless moved by the Minister in charge of the 
Bill, and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. Nor 
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shall any opposed private business be set down at the Evening Sitting 
for consideration on any of the allotted days, or on the day on which 
the Third Reading of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force in any sub: 
sequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“Tn line 1, to leave out all the words after the word ‘ That’ and 
insert the words ‘ this House declines to consider a proposal to deprive 
the House of Commons, without any justification in the previous course 
of the debate, of all power of reasonable and adequate discussion in re- 
spect of a measure which seeks, in the absence of any authority from the 
country, to make fundamental and much controverted changes in laws 
vitally affecting the well-being of the people.”—(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘ the proceedings ’ stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. Ad. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) “p 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) ae 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 

Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) 

Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 

Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) “ 

Sir J. Stirling-Mazwell (Glasgow, College) 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) 

Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 

Mr. Barlow (Somersetshire, Frome) 

Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport) 

Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) : 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Licensing Bill (Procepure). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment to Question [1st 
July], “That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of the 
Licensing Bill shall be brought to a cone ‘lusion in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned on six allotted days : 


(2) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 1 on the first allotted 
day. 


(6) The proceedings in Committee on Clauses 2 and 3 on the second 
allotted day. 
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(c) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 4 on the third allotted 


day. 





(d) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining clauses of the 
Bill, and on any new Government clauses, and on schedules, and any 
new Government schedules, and any other proceedings necessary to 
bring the Committee stage to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day. | 


mr ae eer: 


(e) The proceedings on Report on any new clauses and on Amend- 
ments to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be brought to a conclusion 
on the fifth allotted day, and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be concluded on the sixth allotted 
day. 


After this Order comes into operation, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the Licensing Bill is 
put down as the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, or if the dayis a Friday at 
4.30 p.m., the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the Question or 
Questions on any Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, 
and shall next proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments) and on every Question necessary to 
dispose of the allotted business to be coneluded on the allotted day. 





In the case of Government Amendments or of Government new 
clauses or schedules, he shall put only the Question that the Amendment 
be made, or that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, as the 
case may be. 


At 12 midnight on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill | 
is put down as first Order, or, if that day is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the 
Speaker shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the pro- 
ceedings on that stage of the Bill. 


Proceeding to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted (except 
at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.) under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings 
on the Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion 
on the Bill, nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor Motion to postpone a 
clause, shall be received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill, 
and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. Nor shall 
any opposed Private Business be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted days or on the day on which the 
Third Reading of the Bill is put down as first Order. 





If progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force 
in any subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Which Amendment was— 


“In line 1, to leave out all the words after the word ‘ That’ and 
insert the words ‘ this House declines to consider a proposal to deprive 
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the House of Commons, without any justification in the previous 
course of the debate, of all power of reasonable and adequate dis- 
cussion in respect of a measure which seeks, in the absence of any 
authority from the country, to make fundamental and much contro- 
verted changes in laws vitally affecting the well-being of the people.” 
—(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words ‘the proceedings’ stand 
part of the Question.” 


t 


Mr. Helme .. ee ‘x ws 55 
Mr. Spear (Devon shire, ks avistock) 556 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.) “s 557 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. oe - 558 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ea sa 559 
Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, Ww a 563 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) . 570 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 572 
Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) 573 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 580 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 582 


And, it being midnight, Mr. Speaker proceeded to interrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


‘e 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided : Ayes, 303; Noes, 223. (Division List No. 187.) 


> 


Question put accordingly, “‘ That the words ‘ the proceedings’ stand 


part of the Question.” 
The House divided ; Ayes, 301; Noes, 228. (Division List No. 188.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further 
Proceeding, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at twenty-three minutes before One o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUHSDAY, 5ra JULY, 1904. 


Lorzp HeNNIKER.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Charles Henry Chandos Henniker-Major, Baron Henniker in the Peerage 
of Ireland, to vote at the election of Representative Peers for Ireland has 
been established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ne x ne ss = a <- 66] 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tx Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—London County Council (General Powers). 


The same was ordered to he on the Table .. re ne as .. 601 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill.—Report from His Majesty's Attorney- 
General received, and ordered to lie on the Table... - oe .. 601 


‘ Thurles Urban District Council Water Bill.—Reported with Amendments 601 


London United Tramways Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

The orders made on the 16th and 21st of June last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted for Thursday next ‘e ¥¥ Ga ‘3 Wa a .. 601 


Tramway Orders Confirmation (No.2) Bill [1.u.].—Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. bie os - in .. 601 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.1.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. The orders made on the 14th and 2Ist of June last dis- 
charged, and Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thurs- 
day next .. ss is ‘i - oe i “9 ~~ 


Leith Corporation Tramway Orders Confirmation Bill.—Report from the 
Joint Committee that the Bill ought to be allowed to proceed ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table —.. Si 8 - - xs .. 602 


Melrose District Water Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons .. = i‘ i 4 - ee we re .. 602 

Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Birmingham) Bill 
[u.u.]; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill [H.L.].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to ; te re me -- 602 

Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Brymbo Water Bill ; Great 
Central and Midland Joint Railways Bill; Humber Commercial Railway 
and Dock Bill; Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill. Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to Ss i Pe ie are .. 602 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.L.].—House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments proosped by the Select Committee 
made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Thursday next .. ¥s os i es ey .. 602 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [1.1.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). The Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made ; further Amendments made. Standing Committee nega- 
tived. The Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next .. 602 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [#.1.] ; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [#.L.].—Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next at aa ae -- 602 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#...].—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next .. - e 6u2 


Melrose District Water Order Confirmation Bill. Read 1*; to be printed ; 
and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), 
deemed to have been read 2* (The Lord Kintore (Z. Kintore)), and reported 
from the Committee. (No. 130.) “ a sa “* “ ain 


PETITION. 


Suppty oF Evecrriciry Bit [H.1.].—Petition to be heard by Counsel for Amend- 
ment of ; of Electric Supply Companies ; read, and ordered to lic on the Table 602 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3202. United States (Chicago) ; No. 3203. Venezuela (Caracas). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ‘a -- 603 


Dean Forest Bill.—Order of yesterday referring the Bill to the Examiners 
discharged ; and Bill to be printed. (No. 131.) me ne "e .. 603 


Re-Vaccination Bill [#..].—Reported from the Standing Committee without 
further Amendment. The Report of the Amendment made in the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next .. 603 


Railways (Private Sidings) Bill —{Seconp Reapine.|—O.der of th day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Lord Wolverton - sy a3 - = me a .. 603 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now rend 2°.” —(Lord Wolv:rion.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House, 
on Friday next. 


Hall-Marking of Foreign Plate Bill.—[Szconp Reapine.]|—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Lytton .. a a - és ite ee i. = 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Earl of Lytton.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Friday next. 
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YEOMANRY WEAPONS.— 





Lord Ashburton ie hs se ae habs “a a .. 606 
Lord Willoughby de Broke .. ns “ es wl - ‘: 
The Earl of Lonsdale fe .. 610 | 
The Under Secretary of State wid We ar r (The Earl of Donoughmore ~e OLL eal 
Lord Tweedmouth .. ; ‘ . 4 
Earl Roberts se i sy a“ a “s ne a ie F 


THE CHINESE IN THE TRANSVAAL. 


Lord Coleridge , 616 
The Under Secretary of State jor the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 617 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Five o’clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 5ra JULY, 1904. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. | 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 


Private Brtts[Lorps ](SranDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO Com | 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable there- | 
to, have been complied with, viz. :—Belfast Corporation (Tramways) Bill 
[Lords] ; Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 

That the Bills be read a second time... “i Bie oe 2 .. 618 


Minehead Urban District Council Water Bill cueiteiii —Read the third 


time, and passed, with Amendments 618 


St. Mary Woolnoth Bill nated —Read the third time, and eine without 
Amendment ; . 618 


Filey nes Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time a ae ae ie ns st Et .. 618 


Maidenhead Bridge Bill [Lorps].— As amended. considered ; an Amendment 
made ; Bill to be read the third time .. ; “ : 618 


Leith Burgh Order eames Bill.—Lords Amendment considered, and 
agreed to ro . "3% is ee .. 618 


Local Government Provisional Orders ine ® Bill—Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till Friday a, iy. .. 618 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order Corfirmation Bill.—Read a second 
time ; to be considered upon Thursday = ig ra om .. 618 
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Gas Orders pina ecaes on dh Bill vied —Read a second time, and 
committed .. ‘ 7 Fe vs a 


| SraNDING OrpDERS.—Resolution reported from the Select Committee ; ‘* That, 


4 








in the case of the County of Suffolk Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—That the Bill be permitted to proceed, provided that the 
consent of the holders of securities given by the Joint Committee of the 
Counties of East and West Suffolk be proved before the Committee on the Bill 
and that the notices for the Bill be published in the London Gazetteand in the 
local newspapers a es ; 


Resolution agreed to. 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill—Reported with Amendments ; ang to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed me - we ‘ ee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.—Reported; with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 
258.] Sie AY cides & GA oe 


Private Bruits (Groue L).—Mr. Aga-GarvNer reported from the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com-, 
mittee had adjourned till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table oe ee ee - oe oe 


MessaGe FroM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—London County 
Council (Money) Bill, with Amendments 


Amendments to—Matlock and District Gas Bill [Lords]; Ticehurst and 
District Water and Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment ‘a 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order Confirmation Bill Reported from 
the Joint Committee, without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 240.] 


Bill to be read the third time upon Thursday we oo wi a 


; PETITIONS. 


Licensinc BILt.—Petitions against ; from Aberdeen ; Aldcliffe ; Alston ; Barns- 
ley ; Barnstaple ; Beaminster; Bethnal Green (two) ; Blackburn ; Bourn- 
brook ; Bradford ; Brentwood ; Bridport ; Briercliffe ; Broome ; Burgh St. 
Peter ; Carlisle (fourteen) ; Cheadle ; Clifton ; Colne ; Cripplegate ; Crook ; 
Dewsbury ; Dilhorne ; Gillingham ; Hackney (three) ; Halling ; Halstead ; 
Hardley ; Hetton-le-Hole ; Hitchin ; Hornsey ; Hoxton ; Huby ; Hucknall; 
Huggate ; Hugglescote ; I[pstones ; Ipswich ; Kidderminster ; Kirby Cane ; 
Kiveton Park ; Lambton Park ; Leigh on Mendip ; Leven ; Lewes ; Lidling- 
ton ; Lodge Lane ; London ; Lye ; Manchester ; Morecambe ; Moreton Mor- 
rell; Motherwell; Mount Gretna; Nelson (eight); Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 
Newport ; New Row; North Hill; North Walsham ; Nottingham (two) ; 
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Nuneaton; Oldham; Padiham (two); Pendleton; Pitsmoor; Potton ; 
Puncknowle ; Richmond ; Sheerness ; Sheffield ; Sneinton ; Stamford Hill; 
Stantonbury ; Ston Easton ; Stratford on Avon ; Stromness ; Sunderland ; 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 
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Labour in the United Kingdom prepared for the St. Louis Exhibition by the 
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Command]; to lie upon the Table ue mn “ie is y .. 621 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Keturn presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 4th July ; Mr. Bonar Law]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 239.]  .. be om i 7 si a 
(QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ADMIRALTY SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME—BALANCE OF OrpERS.—Question, 
Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman o ~ 
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Issue oF South Arrican CLAsps TO YEOMANRY.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
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ConcEstTED Districts BoARD—EXAMINATION FOR TEMPORARY CLERKSHIPS.— 
Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. a aie 


Irish NaTIoNAL ScHoot TEACHERS’ Pay.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham a as . on we ee 


Irtsx Concestep District Boarp Starr.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amendment Bill [Lorps].— Read the first time ; 


to be read a second time upon Monday next and to be printed. [Bill 257.] 


New Member Sworn.—John Sharpe Higham, esquire, for the County of York, 
Northern part of the West Riding (Sowerby Division) 


Licensing Bill (Procepure).—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on 
Question [Ist July], ‘That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of 
the Licensing Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned on six allotted days : 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 1 on the first allotted 
day. 


(6) The proceedings in Committee in Clauses 2 and 3 on the second 
allotted day. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 4 on the third allotted 
day. 


(d) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining clauses of the 
Bill, and on any new Government clauses, and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any other proceedings necessary to bring 
the Committee stage to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day. 


(e) The proceedings on Report on any new clauses and on Amend- 
ments to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be brought to a conclusion on 
the fifth allotted day; and 


({) The proceedings on Report be concluded on the sixth allotted 
day. 
After this Order comes into operation, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the Licensing Bill is put 
down as the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m. 
the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the Questoin or Questions on 
any Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any Amendments 
moved by the Government of which notice has been given (but no other 
Amendments) and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted 
business to be concluded on the allotted day, 


In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new 
clauses or schedules, he shall put only the Question that the Amendment be 
made, or that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, as the case may 


be. 
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At 12 midnight on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill 
is put down as first Order, or, if that day is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the 
Speaker shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the proceed- 
ings on that stage of the Bill. 


Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted (except 
at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.), under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings 
on the Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion 
on the Bill, nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor Motion to postpone a 
clause, shall be received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill, 
and the Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. Nor shall any 
opposed Private Business be set down at the Evening Sitting for considera- 
tion on any of the allotted days or on the day on which the Third Reading 
of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


If Progress be reported the Chairman shall put this Order in force in 
any subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed. 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘in Committee and.”—(Mr. 
Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘in Committee and’ stand part of the 
Question. 


Mr. David Maclver (Liverpoo!, Kirkda!e) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) rf - 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. AJ. Ba! four, 
Manchester, E.) wa , p my te Pe 

Major Jameson (Clare. W.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 220; Noes, 160. (Division List No. 189.) 
Mr. Yozrall (Nottingham, W.) ag - ¥e és hs ‘ie 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘and on Report.’ ”’—(Mr. 


Yorall.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words ‘and on Report’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkeaddy Burghs) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid. ) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 
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Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) 
Mr. Lloyd-George , as 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) 


Question put. 
I'he House divided : Ayes, 258; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 190.) 
Dr. Macnamara ree si és re os a a ‘id 


Amendment proposed— 


b] 


“In line 3, to leavef out the word ‘ six. and insert the word 
‘ eighteen.’ ”—-(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, “* That the word ‘ six’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Sir Robert Reid : ; 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) 
Mr. McKenna Ne ae 

Mr. Gibson Bowles .. 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berw ick) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) - ; 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) 

Mr, Ellis Griffiths (Anglesey) 

Mr. Tritton etn Norwood) .. 

Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W ry 
Mr. T. W Russel! (Tyrone, 8.) = 
Sir J. Stirling Maxwell (Glasgow, ( ‘ollege = 
Mr. Lloyd-George a 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow market)... 

Mr. Samue! Evans .. as 

Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 

Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) .. ‘ x 6 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of ‘Dean).. Wem 7 
Mr. Theodore Tayor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ea 


Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 260; Noes, 202, (Division List, No. 191.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


cor 


Mr. Batrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question 


be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided : Ayes, 265; Noes, 201. (Division List No. 192.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The House divided : Ayes, 262 ; Noes, 207. (Division List No. 193.) 
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Ordered, That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of the 
Licensing Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in the manner hereinafter men- 
tioned on six allotted days. 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on Clause | on the first allotted 
day. 


(b) The proceedings in Committee on Clauses 2 and 3 on the second 
allotted day. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on Clause 4 on the third allotted 
day. 


(d) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining clauses of the 
Bill, and on any new Government clauses, and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any other proceedings necessary to bring the 
Committee stage to a conclusion on the fourth allotted day. 


(e) The proceedings on Report on any new clauses and on Amend- 
ments to Clauses 1, 2, and 3, of that Bill, be brought to a conclusion on 
the fifth allotted day ; and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be concluded on the sixth allotted 
day. 


After this Order comes into operation, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this Order on which the Licensing Bill is 
put down as the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., 
the Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith the Question or Questions on 
any Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any Amendments 
moved by the Government of which notice has been given (but no other 
Amendments) and on every Question necessary to dispose of the allotted 
business to be concluded on the allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new clauses 
or schedules, he shall put only the Questioa that the Amendment be made, or 
that the clause or schedule be added to the Bill, as the case may be. 


At 12 midnight on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill is put 
down as first Order, ‘or if that day is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker shall 
put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the proceedings on that 
stage of the Bill. 


Proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted (except 
at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30. p.m.) under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day on which any proceedings on 
the Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of the Day, no dilatory Motion on 
the Bill, nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor Motion to postpone a clause, 
shall be received unless moved by the Minister in charge of the Bill, and the 
Question on any such Motion shall be put forthwith. Nor shall any opposed 
Private Business be set down at the Evening Sitting for consideration on 
any of the allotted days or on the day on which the Third Reading of the Bill 
is put down as first Order. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force in any 
subsequent sitting of the Committee. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Licensing Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pearith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) cs oi as ea wae 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ unsuitable,’ to insert the word 


* otherwise.’ ”’—(Mr. Helme.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ otherwise’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. H.C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) .. ai ws va oh i. Fon 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. ss -. 729 

The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) ‘a -. 29 

Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) he rr “a a hi . a 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125; Noes, 117. (Division List No, 194.) 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. a is Sh adda ag se XESS 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ unsuitable,’ to insert the words 
; pag : , 
or have been subject to frequent changes of tenancy.’ ”°—(Mr. J. H, 
Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted,” 


The Secretary of State for the Home ecniaai (Mr. Akers- Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) .. ‘es ‘ a4 “% ee .. 735 


Question put. 
The Corzmittee divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 194. (Division List No. 195.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ Ta page 1, line 7, after the third word ‘ or’ to insert the words ‘ on 
any ground or.’ ’’—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Akers-Douglas .. oe rs ae ae os a «¢  ba9 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ character,’ to insert the words 
‘ or conduct of the actual holder of the licence.’ °° —(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 





Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr Akers-Douglas .. x a es ee ke - .. TO 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. ae “a = - es .. 740 


Qvestion put. 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132; Noes, 226. (Division List No. 196.) 











Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby) 745 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ character,’ to insert the words 
‘conduct of his business by.’ ”—(Mr. Lawrence.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
| Sir Edward Carson 746 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150; Noes, 228. (Division List No. 197.) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts .. Ss je yee “ “a 753 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page I, line &, after the word ‘ fitness,’ to insert the: words 
‘or contracted rights or liabilities as regards the licensed premises.’ ” 
—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 
Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Edward Carson 754 
Sir Robert Reid 754 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 151; Noes, 251. (Division List No. 198.) 
Mr. Whitley 759 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word, ‘ proposed.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Whitley.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ proposed’ stand part of the clause.” 
Sir Edward Carson - ‘a “a as a 760 
Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 199.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ licence’ to insert the words 
‘ on the ground that the renewal would be void.’ ”—(Sir Edward Carson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Herbert Roberts ss ae se a 


Amendment proposed- 


“Tn page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ licence,’ to insert the words 
‘or that any conditions upon which the licence was granted have not 


been fulfilled.’ °—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words ye there inserted.” 
Sir Edward Carson 
Sir Robert Reid 
Sir Edward Carson aa a ig a ae 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. : 


Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) we ¥é xs 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the words last inserted, to insert the words 
‘except in county boroughs.’ ”—-(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question preposed, “ That those words be there inserted.”—Sir Edward 
Carson 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


ReaistRaTion OF Nurses.—Ordered, That Mr. Lyell be discharged from the 


Select Committee, and that Mr. Charles Hobhouse be added.—(Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone.) 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.—Copy ordered,‘ of Memoranaum stat- 


ing the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.’—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


ResisrRATION oF Nurses.—Ordered, That Mr. Malcolm be discharged from 


the Select Committee, and that Mr. Mount be added.—(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.,) 


Adjourned at four minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 6rxH JULY, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Billtobereadthethirdtime .. a as .. 769 


Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [Lorps]; Oakengates and Dawley 
Joint Water Board Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and committed .. 769 


Milwr and District Mines Drainage Bill [Lorps] (sy Orper).—Considera- 
tion as amended, deferred till Tuesday next .. a oy eee -. 169 


Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps]; Wishaw 
Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Considered, to be read the 
third time upon Friday - a wl _ me it .. 769 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation Bill; Dunfermline 
District Water Order Confirmaton Bill. Read a second time; to be con- 
sidered upon Friday a 2 4 - mn is ey ~- 169 





Raitway Britis (Group 9).—Sir Epwarp Srracuey reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 9 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday, 19th July, at half-past Eleven 


of the clock re és a = a is 2 .- 769 
Report to ue upon the Table. 
PETITIONS. 

Licensing Brti.—Petitions against : from Andover; Arnold; Arreton (two) ; 
Ashington ; Awsworth; Ayr (two); Barnsley ; Barrugh: Batley; 
Beccles; Blackbarn; Blyth; Bolton (two); Broaghton; Bucksburn ; 
Bungay; Carlton; Chester le Street; Choppington (two); Clanville ; 
Coedpoeth ; Croydon; Cudworth; Cymmaes; Darfield ; Deansgate ; 
Dodworth ; East Kirkby ; Edge Hill; Egremont (three): Esholt ; Gawber ; 
Glamorgan (three) ; Glasgow ; Gorseinon ; Great Houghton ;-Grimesthorpe ; 
Guisboro’ ; Hactlepool; Hemsworth; Hetton le Hole; High Wycombe ; 
Hirst; Hove; Hurstbourne Priors; Keighley; Kensington; Leyland ; 
Llwynhendy ; Low Green; Lower Chute; Malton; Middlewich; Moor 
Row (three); Morpeth; Milton Green ; New Basford; Newchurch; New 
Lenton; North Walsham; Nottingham (two); Osmaston ; Overton ; 
Portmadaoc ; Preston; Rhyl; Royston; St. Andrews; St.Meryn; Salt- 
ney ; Seghill; Shafton ; Sheffield ; Shoreditch ; South Hindley ; Sowerby ; 
Staincross; Stockport (two); Stone; Sunderland (two); Thruxton ; 
Tranmere; Tregonna; Tulse Hill; Warrington; Weston Point; Wher- 
well; Whitchurch; Whittington; Wigton; Willington-on-Tyne; and 
Worthing; to lie upon the Table .. “a m .G a -- 169 

LicensinG Bitit.—Petition from Nottingham, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table ee mr ee re ae ate ne a a «o “C40 

Sea Fisnertes Brut [Lorps].—Petitioa from Lowestoft, against; to lie upon 
the Table Y or ‘as ae el - ee “i sav Se 
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Suop Hours Biii.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection Society, against ; 
to lie upon the Table... is ‘ es + oe ok 


VaLuation Biti.—Petitions for alteration, from Cannock ; and Howden ; to lie 
upon the Table. - a dn a Me oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Regulations for the Instruction and 
Training of Pupil Teachers from Ist August, 1904, to 31st July, 1905 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table - wx vs r we 


GOVERNMENT LazBoratory.—Copy presented, of Report of the Principal 
Chemist upon the work of the Government Laboratory for the year ended 
31st March, 1904, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 30th June, 
1904, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of Director of Barrack Construction, War Office, professional or 
other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public 
Service are required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TrapE Reports.—Copy presented, of Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Diplo- 
matic and Consular Representatives Abroad on Trade and Subjects of 
General Interest (with Appendix), 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table i : 


TRADE witH PErsta.—Copy presented, of Report on the Condition and Prospects 
of British Trade in Persia, by H. W. Maclean, Special Commissioner of the 
Commercial Intelligence Committee of the Board of Trade [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeRtIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3202 to 3206 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
th. Table 


Fisnery Boarp (Scortanp).—Copy presented, of Twenty-second Annual Re- 
port of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1903. Part 
III. Scientific Investigations [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Dietomatic Reports (CoaL).—Return ordered, ‘‘ of Extracts relating to Coal 
from the Reports received up to the present date from His Majesty’s Dip- 
lomatic and Consular Officers Abroad for 1903.”—(Mr. Fenwick.) 


Thon AND STEEL, 1903.—Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum and Statistical Tables 
showing the production and consumption of Iron Ore and Pig Iron, 
and the production of Steel in the United Kingdom and the principal 
Foreign Countries in recent years, and the Imports and Exports of certain 
classes of fron and Steel Manufactures (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 240, of Session 1903).°—( Wr. Gerald Ballour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
AcciDENts Causep BY Movror-Cars, Horses, AND Horsk-DRAWN VEHICLES.— 


Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest); Answer, Mr 
Akers}Douglas —.. ms a be or Re of ae ten 
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Clause 1 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the words last inserted, to insert the words 
‘except in county boroughs.’ ”’—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 
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Sir Edward Carson 

Mr. Shackleton ; 

Mr, Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

Sir Edward Carson 

Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176 ; Noes, 267, 
Mr. J. H. Lewis 


Amendment proposed— 


(Division List No. 203.) 


“In page I, line 9, after the word ‘ shall,’ to insert the words, 


‘ when quarter sessions so determine.’ ”—({ Mr. 


J. H. Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Akers- Douglas oe se 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, EB.) .. 
Mr. J. H. Lewis ; : as 
Mr. Johnson (Gateshead) 
Mr. Whitley .. 

.» Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 116; Noes, 271. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 


(Division List No. 204.) 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘shall’ to ins>rt the words 
‘subject to the provisions of this section for inquiry and ieport by 


licensing justices.’ °—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Carson 

Mr. Cripps re! 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford U niversity) 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) 

Sir Edward Carson 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse .. 

Mr. Talbot 

Mr. Austin Taylor 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 192 ; Noes, 251. 


Mr. James Woodhouse ed, eA a 


(Division List No. 205.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘ in,’ to the word 
* but,’ in line 10, and insert the words ‘ a committee, one half of whom 
in every case shall be elected by the justices of the licensing district from 
their own number, and one half by the county council from their own 
number.’ ”—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘ quarter sessions’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 864 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes, 151. (Division List No. 206.) 

Mr. Duke... we “s ia “i ae ae ei eo 863 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evenine, 


EVENING SITTING. 
Licensing Bill [Ist ALLorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Me. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chiir.] - 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Duke... _ ee ee ee os oe “ee .. 869 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ sessions, {o insert the words 
* acting as an administrative body.’ ”—(Mr. Duke.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. ee on o ie as .. 871 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, s. ) ~ “3 He ies as -. 882 
Sir James Woodhouse . - vs es 4 ai .. O75 
Mr. H.C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) .. ae re en Re .. 876 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Aycs, 132; Nees, 124. (Divi icn List No 207.) 


Mr. Ellis Griffith .. on 7 ee .- -. - -, §&79 
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Amendment proposed— is 

“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words ‘ instead of,’ and insert 


the words ‘ sitting with.’ ”»—(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) | F 
Question proposed,’ “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 

the clause.” 

Sir Edward Carson .. a “i Pe PY “a a .. 879 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 128. (Division List No. 208.) 


Mr. Munro Ferguson .. ~ ah es a “s “ .. 883 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word ‘ but,’ and insert the word 
‘and.’ ”’—(Mr. Munro Ferguson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ but ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. : ae af 2 Pe re .. 886 
Mr. Bousfield aaiamdil 1 1) ke oy ae _ = « 
Mr. Whittaker , 6.4 es ae or ee mS .. 888 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 264; Noes, 167. (Division List No. 209.) 
Mr. Asquith .. ie sh ‘+ sa ss ~ sa .. 89 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out from the word ‘ but ’ to the end 
of lines12.”—(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Aves. 279 ; Noes. 210. (Division List No. 210.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in 
pursuance of the Order of the House of the 5th July, successively to put 
forthwith the Question on any Amendment moved by the Government 
of which notice had been given, and on every Question necessary to dis- 
pose of the allotted Business to be concluded on the first allotted Day. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 13, after the word ‘an,’ to insert the word ‘ exist- 
ing.” —(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the Amendment be made,” put and agreed to. 
p er 
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Amendment proposed — 


“In page | line 16, after the word ‘ district,’ to insert the words ‘ on 
the consideration by them, in accordance with the Licensing Acts, 1828 to 
1902, of applications for the renewal of licences.’””—(Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 17, after the word ‘ particular,’ to insert the word 
* existing.’ ””—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “Tn page 1, line 19, after the word ‘an,’ to insert the word “ exist- 
ing.” —(Mr, Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 23, after the word ‘ premises,’ to insert the words ‘ and unless 
it appears to quarter sessions unnecessary, any other persons appear- 


ing to them to be interested in the question of the renewal of the licence 
of those premises, ’”’—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question put, “ That the Amendment be mad».” 

The Committee divided ; Ayes 285 ; Noes, 198. (Division List No. 211.) 
Question put, “‘ That Clause 1, as amended. stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 281 ; Noes, 194. (Division List No. 212.) 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. + +3 = Pr .. 913 
Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.) “a me a Be “a .. 964 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) .— 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford . 914 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) : -. 916 


Quesion put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One o’clock. 


f2 
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Lorp HeNnNIKER.—Ordered, That the Report of the Lord Chancellor of the 
United Kingdom, made to the House of Lords on Friday last, that the 
right of the Lord Henniker to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to his satisfaction, be sent to the Clerk of the 
Crown in Ireland, together with a certificate stating that such Report has 
been made and that the House has ordered it to be sent to the said Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland 


Sat First. 
The Duke of Richmond sat first in Parliament after the death of his father. 


The Lord Hartismere (LZ. Henniker) sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his farther - ms ‘ - i ia ae 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Thames River Steamboat Service Bill.—Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy 
Railway Bill. Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee ad- 
journed yesterday over this day ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill.—London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill. Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the ieee Orders Committee on aan 
next ° oe : ; . : 


City of London (Central Criminal ones ne Bill. eee, with- 
out Amendment ; 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.— London and 
India Docks Company Bill; Swindon Corporation Bill; Middlesbrough, 
Stockton-on Tees, and Thornaby Tramways Bill ; Carlisle Corporation Bill ; 
Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Craven be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Lovat ; read, and agreed 
to. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill.—Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Lord Ashburton be proposed to the House as a mem- 
ber of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Earl of Brad- 
ford ; read, and agreed to ‘ “ + 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill. Moved, “ That the order made on 
the 14th day of March last, ‘ That no Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after the 16th day of June next,’ be 

_ dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to. Bill read 2" 

, accordingly and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. is re ‘ 


Buxton Urban District eine Bill Ln. L.] Read ai and poet, and sent 
to the Commons ‘ ; a ; : 


Soothill Nether Urban District Tramways Bill; Doncaster Corporation 
Bill; Skipton Water and Improvement Bill. Read 3", with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ° , 
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Selby Urban District Council Bill. ae from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners .. oe , oi ee 


St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [.u.]. Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Minehead Urban District Council Water Bill [x.u.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to 


Leith Burgh Order Confirmation Bill —Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendment agreed to i sg ue a ve “t 


Aberdeen Joint Passenger Station Order Confirmation Bill [x..] (No. 
135).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Aberdeen Joint 
Passenger Station. And 


Dumbartonshire (Vale of Leven) Water Order Confirmation Bill [x...] 
(No. 136).--A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Dumbartonshire 
(Vale of Leven) Water.—Were presented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the 
Lord Kintore (Z. Kintore) ); read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act. 1899 (Section 7), deemed to 
have been read 2* and reported from the Co nmittee a re ae 


Education Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) Bill. Moved, “ That the order 
made on the 14th day of March last, ‘That no Provisio: 1al Order Confirm.- 
tion Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 
after the 16th day of June next,’ be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read 2*” ; agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whol» House To-morrow .. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [x...]. House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments proposed by th> Select Committee 
made ; further Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [x.1.]. House in Committee (according 
to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of the Amendments to be received to-morrow .. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No.1) Bill [H.L.];—Gas and Water Orders Con- 
firmation Bill [u.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill 
[u.L.]. Amendments reported (according to order), and Bills to be read 
3° To-morrow - i 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill) [#.1.] ;—Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [H.u.]. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Patron : + ee ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


Suee.ty oF Evectricity Bit [H.L.].—Petition to be heard by Counsel against ; 
of the Gas Companies Protection Association ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table 


Ovrpoor Retier (Frrenpiy Soctertes) Brix [H.L.].—Petition against ; of the 
Guardians of the Poor of the Parish of Paddington ; the Guardians of the 
Poor of the Chorley Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. oe 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp or Epucation.—Regulations for the instruction and training of pupil 
teachers (from Ist August, 1904, to 3lst July, 1905). 

Minute of the Board of Education, dated 7th July, 1904, modifying 

Code of Regulations for Public Elementary Schools, 1904 ; ce 


Trapve Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).— 
No. 3204. Roumania. 
No. 3205. Hayti. 
No. 3206. Russia (Batoum). 
No. 3207. United States (Oregon, Washington, and Idaho.) 
No. 3208. Italy (Leghorn). 


GoverNnMenT Laporatory.—Re2port of the Principal Ciemist upon the work 
of the Government Laboratory, for the year ended 31st March, 1904; with 
appendices . i is s3 os os i ‘6 + 


Fisuertes (Scortanp).—Twenty-second Annual Report of the Fishery Board 
for Scotland, being for the year 1903. Part III. Scientific Investigations .. 


TRADE WITH Persia (BOARD OF TRADE CoMMERCIAL INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE). 
—Report on the condition and prospects of British trade in Persia, by 
H. W. Maclean, Special Commissioner of the Commercial Intelligence Com- 
mittee of the Board of Trade 


ConsuLaR Reports.—Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Representatives Abroad on Trade and Subjects of General Interest 
(with Appendix), 1903. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS).—Treasury minute, dated 
30th June, 1904, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the office of Director of Barrack Construction, War Office, pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired on 
the Public Service are required. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. és ie i oe vi 


? 


CuantrEY Trust.—The evidence taken before the Select Committee from 
time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered out except to 
members of the Committee, and such other persons as the Committee shall 
think fit, until further order. (No. 132.) 


NEW BILLS, 


Solway Salmon Fisheries Bill [u.1.].—A Bill to form part of the Solway Firth 
into a fishery district for the purposes of the Salmon and I’reshwater Fisheries 
Acts, 1861 to 1892, and to constitute a Board of Conservators of that dis- 
trict, and for other matters connected therewith—Was presented by the 
a. io “pide ; read 1*- to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Tuesday next. 

No. 133.] .. : 
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County Courts Bill [.L.].—A Bill to amend the law relating to county 
courts—Was pres2nted by th Lord Chancellor ; read 1* ; and to be printed. 


[No. 134.] .. 921 
Merchant Shipping Bull [.1.]. [Tatrp Reapive.]—Order of the Day for 
the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”"—(Lord Wolverton.) 
Lord Ellenborough .. ies 7 “3 as a a .. 921 
Lord Wolverton és 7 me “4 se By ey .. 923 
On Question, Bill read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
THe Case or THE “ ANTILLIAN.” — 
Lord Muskerry . 923 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 926 
Tae Maritime CONFERENCE AT BRUSSELS.— 


Lord Muskerry “ * vs iy a aa si .. 927 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ss ‘fs “s aa ia .. 929 


THe Pupit-Teacner System.— 


Lord Herries .. xa “a 1 a i aa ‘a .. 930 
The Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education 
(The Marquess of Londonderry) oe <i we us 
Lord Heneage - Ps i “ ne one - os 
Lord Stanley of Alderley .. ms ws a ‘a -- 937 
Earl Spencer .. “i as ‘3 9 re i oF 
Re-Vaccination Bill [...].—Amendment reported (according to order) .. 942 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 71x JULY, 1904. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED wirH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : 
—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow s; ing 


Birkdale Improvement Bill ; Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. 


Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to ., on F ; 
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Clyde Valley Electric Power Bill ar —Read the third —~ and 
passed, with Amendments a 942 


Selby Urban Distri t henaen Bill.—Read the third time, and et [New 
Title] - , ‘ .. 948 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of ve Bill eens |—Read . 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments. . ; , -- 943 


Leith Corporation meabieds me samen Bill.—Read the third . 
time, and passed .. oe _ -- 943 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order Confirmation —_ —Considered ; to 
be read the third time upon Monday next be . , i -- 943 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time .. 943 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon Railway Bill [Lorps] ; North 
Wales Electric Power Bill [Lords] ; Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords] ; West 
Riding Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Bournemouth Corporation (Tramways) Bill 
[Lords] ; Holywood Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed os aie 4 -. 943 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
for authorising the Urban District Council of Buxton to acquire from the 
Most Noble Spencer Compton, Duke of Devonshire, K.G., the Mineral 
Water Baths of Buxton, and to maintain and improve the same ; and for 
other purposes.” [Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lords] .. -- 943 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ie se .. 943 


PETITIONS. 


Licensinc Bitt.—Petitions against ; from Allendale and Catton ; Appleton ; 
Ashford ; Axbridge ; Ay lesford ; Banwell ; Barnes and Mortlake ; Blagdon ; 
Boscastle ; ; Bromley ; Brown. Hills ; Cheddar ; Churchill ; Colchester ; 
Dover ; Dunstable ; East Brent ; Eastwood ; Edinburgh (two) ; Farnborough: 
Farnworth and Kearsley ; Fulham ; Glasgow : Gondhurst and Kilndown ; 
Grandborough ; Hartlepool ; Heighington ; Houghton; Huntingdon ; 
Latchford ; Lee and Lewisham ; Little Lever ; Luddenden (two) ; Lymm; 
Lympsham ; Martinscroft ; Mitcham ; Moore; Newcastle-on- Tyne (two) ; 
New Shildon ; North Shields : : Padgate ; Penry n; ; Reading ; R-ddish ; ; Ruge- 
ley ; Salford ; Sandford ; Saltburn by the ‘Sea ; Seghill; Shelf ; Shildon 
(three) ; Shipham ; : Southport ; South Shields (two) ; : Stockton Heath (two) ; 
Stockton-on-Tees : Sydenham ; Tamerton Folliott ; Toddington ; Ubley ; 
Warminster ; Warrington (two); Wedmore; W est Hartlepool West 
Streatham ; Whitley ; : “and W rington ; to lie upon the Table ‘ -. 943 


LicENsING BiLt.—Petition from tesneiieati oe restriction of Debate, to 
lie upon the Table .. a a : a - at -. 944 


LicENsING BiLL.—Petition from Sudbury, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 944 
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Port oF Lonpon Bitu.—Petition of the Conservators of the River Thames, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. - ee “s ee oe vs 


VotunTary Scuoots Act, 1897.—Petitions for alteration of Law; from Banbury ; 
and Scarborough ; to lie upon the Table wi ee es 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoarD oF EpucatTion.—Copy presented, of Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 7th July, 1904, modifying Code of Regulations for Public Blementary 
Schools, 1904 ‘Tby Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ; 


Iste oF Man.—Account presented, of Revenue and Expenditure for the year 
ended 3lst March, 1904, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upou the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
241.) . , a = ie “a as - - 


TrRaDE Reports (ANNUAL SertEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3207 and 3208 [by pitta to lie upon 
the Table ay 7 a a 


TECHNICAL InsTRUCTION (IRELAND) (OFFICIALS).—Return ordered, “ Of officials 
employed upon the Ist day of June, 1904, by the various county boroughs 
and urban councils in Ireland in carrying out the provisions of the Technical 
Instruction (Ireland) Act, in the following form :— ee 





? 2. 3. 4. 5 6. 
F 

oe) is ro) 

oe a = 2 

° 3 a = 

a = S Sc 

S) = o ony 

> s n ° 

P oe e be = ° 

é Eno > 2 2a i 

= og 5 os >a = 
3 oe | ee 2° 3 | 

A a” Rn > a - HH 














(Mr. Joyce.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ELectricity In Mines.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 


Answers, Mr. Akers Douglas 


Lapourers’ Cotrace ScHEMES IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, 


W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CRUELTY TO Horses IN Mines—VIisits oF Home Orrice INSPEcTORS.—Question, 


Mr. Brooke Robinson (Dudley) ; Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


Pay oF SEASON SuBSTITUTES IN BristoL Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Shackle- 


ton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


OVERTIME IN LupDGATE Circus Post OFrrice.—Question, Mr. Horner (Lambeth, 


N.); Answer, Lord Stanley 
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CHARGES FOR LETTERS ADDRESSED TO CRoMER Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. 
Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ai a .. 949 
ZANZIBAR—DIRECTION OF AFFAIRS DURING SuLTAN’s Mrnority.—Question, 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. 950 
WHITSTABLE CHARITIES—ALLEGED MIsusE OF ENDOWMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ; Answer, Sir William Anson . 950 
DeLay IN Erection or NATIONAL ScHOoL at KNocKNAGIN.—Question, Mr. 
O’Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 951 
Po.tice House to House Visits In THE Moy District.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 951 
DISTRIBUTION OF GUNS CAPTURED IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN AND CHINESE WARS.— 
Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 952 
RECONSTRUCTION OF QUEEN ANNE’S Bounty Funp.—Question, Mr. H. C. 
Richards (Finsbury, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour.. a : 952 
ORDER OF QUESTIONS.—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke- wr Trent); Answer, 
Mr. Speaker rn ~ - re : x he 953 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Warrant OFFICERS AND NAviIGATING Duties.—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Roberston (Dundee) ; Answer, The Secretary to the canted - Prety- 
man, Suffolk, Woodbridge) ie wh ‘ 953 
Fe_IxsTOWE MarTeELLo Tower.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) es : 954 
Batt AND Dummy CartripGe.—Questions, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bromley Davenport os 954 
CHINESE LABOUR FOR THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (York- 
shire, Cleveland) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) es us as .. 955 
Matrese BaLance SHEET.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Lyttelton . ee s 4 ip wh és Ks .. 955 
Tue Operations IN T1peT.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) i = e . 955 
SeizuRE OF THE “ ALLANTON.”’—Questions, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in- 
Furness) Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.) and Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; 
Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) : .. 9D6 
PemBA FREED SLave’s APPEAL ie pieces Mr. Bay a _— shire geaenevts 
Answer, Earl Percy 957 
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EXPENDITURE ON THE East AFRICAN AND UGANDA PROTECTORATE.—Question, 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Earl Perey .. we 


CoLLECTION oF New Taxes.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson and Mr. 


Gibson-Bowles 


(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire) 7 a oe 


IrtsH Excursion Tratns—Lack OF SANITARY ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. 
Jordan (Fermanagh, S.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) we ; 


BorouGH RECORDERS AND THE LIceNSING BitL.—Question, Sir Albert Rollit 
(Islington, S.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Seat 
ment (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) — vi a : 


Moror-Cars in Lonpon Streets—SpeepD ReauLations.—Question, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


CHESHIRE CouNTY 


Counci, AND Non-ProvIDED ScHooL TEACHERS’ AGREE- 


MENTS.—Questions, Mr. Boland ; Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University) 


DELAY IN GRANTING PRoBATES IN DuBLIN.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 


N.) .. 


Irish Lanp PurcHaseE—Kenmore Estate.—Questions, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, 
E.) ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . 


CHILDREN’S Courts 


IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Hugh Law, (Donegal, W.) and 


Mr. Sloan; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


CARNANE Estate, County Limerick.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham , 


Krnoara Pier anp Harsour.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


Mayor F'ox’s EstatreE—BaALtLyMaAcrossIN Kina’s County.—Question, Mr. 


Delany (Queen’ 


s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lanp PurcHaseE IN TIPPERARY—THOMAS Dow .ine’s Estate.—Questions, Mr. 
Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham a 


DRAINAGE OF THE OWENMORE.—Questions, Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, 8.) and Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 4 a 


Irish Scuoon House PLans.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham 


Potice ConstaBLe Mo.ioy, Roya Irish ConsTABULARY.—Question, Mr. 
MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham we 4 : 


VALENTIA FERRY. 


—Question. Mr, Boland ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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Unirev Srates Durtigs on IrtsH Fish.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham .. - “ eo oe ne oe 

LAND PurcHasE IN County DonEGAL—CASE OF GEORGE WARD.—Question, Mr. 
Hugh Law; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ei a 


Kineston Estate, County Cork.—Questions, Mr. William Abraham (Cork 
County, N.E.), Mr. John Redmond, and Mr. Cullinan ; Answers, Mr. Wynd- 
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County, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LAND PurcHASE IN County CavaAn—Davip FINLAy’s EstaTE.—Question, Mr. 


Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LEARNERS IN THE IRISH PostaL Service.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; 
Answer, The Postmaster General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


PUNISHMENT IN THE Cork Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien 
(Cork) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Kryvara (GALway) Lerrer DELIVERIES.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Lord 
A 
Stanley 


Pay or Limsrick PostmeN.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Trinity CotLEce, DuBitIn.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) and 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) ; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


BEHRING SEA SEAL FISHERIES—DESPATCH OF BRITISH WARSHIP.—Questions, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Str CHARLES Extot’s REsIGNATION—CONDITIONS OF GRANT OF LAND TO EAST 
AFRICAN SYNDICATE.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


THe STATEMENT ON ARMY REFORM.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs) and Mr. Wolff ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THe ALIeENs BiLy.—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.), Sir H. Campbell- es and Mr. 
Blake (Longford, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; wy 
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Mr. Swirt MacNeIt’s “ OrvERLY ” QuEsTION.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill; Answer, Mr. Speaker... ye Ae an se Y .. 981 


THE PuBLIc IN THE CentRAL HaLi.—Question, Mr. Pierpoint (Warrington) ; 
Answer, Mr. Speaker... os a as Pe - ~ .. 981 


Tue CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MeAns.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means .. 982 


Aliens Bill.—Reported, so far as amended, in the Standing Committee on Law, 
etc. 


Leave given to the Standing Committee to make a Special Report. 
Special Report brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 242.] 


Minutes of Proveedings to be printed. [No. 242.] on as -- 982 


Private Legislation Procedure (Wales) Bill.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment, from the Select Committee, with Special Report and Minutes of Evie- 
ence. 


Special Report brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 


Misi. |. Hague ¥ 983 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES).—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection that they had discharged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :— 
Mr. Attorney-General, Major Seely, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Peel, Mr. Claude Hay, 
Mr. Moon, Sir Harry Samuel, Mr. James Bailey, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore, 
Mr. Theodore Taylor, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. John 
Rutherford, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Hugh Law, Dr. Shipman, and Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree ; and appointed in substitution: Mr. Solicitor-General, Mr. 
Shackleton, Mr. Colston, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Dilton, Mr. Swift MacNeill, 
Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Matthew White Ridley, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. George Faber, Mr. Helder, Sir George Fardell, 
Sir George Bartley, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Samuel Evans, and Mr. Soares, 


Report to lie upon the Table ~- 983 


NEW BILL. 


University of Liverpool Bill.—“ To extend the privileges of the Graduates 
of the University of Liverpool,” presented by Sir John Brunner ; supported 
by Mr. Haldane, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Mr. Stock, Sir John Willox, Mr. Charles 
McArthur, Mr. David MacIver, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. Houston, and Mr. 
Watson Rutherford ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 259.] ne “ ae ds me aa «+ 983 
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Supety [l6raH ALLotrep Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 





(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] { 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1904-5, 
Crass III. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum not exceeding £71,342, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 


the 3lst day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office 
of the Irish Land Commission.” 





Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ih ‘ ‘s Ke vn .. 984 


Th 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum not exceeding £70,342, | 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Cullinan.) 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) ‘ ea rae .. 988 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Ww yuan, Dover x a ao aor | 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.).. ne + .. 1001 | 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. ee es ss is oe .. 1003 
Mr. preach (Kerry, BE.) . ; Pe is a ce .. 1004 
Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ia + or ‘i .. 1007 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, ‘N.) .. 5s “5 + we .. LOO 
Mr. Wyndham - ee ss ie of .. 101 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- Trent) - va aie ua ae .. 1014 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford)... és me « bi .. 1014 
Mr. Lonsdale ie an Mid.) ics + me rs sa.) ee 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 112; Noes, 193. (Division List No. 213.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported. 
Crass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £21,773, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of Public Works in Ireland.” 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) "9 - ie hin .. 1017 


Motion made and Question proposed, “‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 
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The Financial Secretary to the pares we Victor Cavendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) i a es #3 .. 1022 
Sir Thomas Esmonde os as “a “i “¢ .. 1024 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N. ) - ce a es a .. 1024 
Mr. Wyndham oP ee ae i Ae i Fs .. 1025 
TIBET. 


The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .- 1025 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Suppry [16rH ALLotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DepaRTMENTs Estimates, 1904-5.—C ass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £14,371, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Officers 
of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the Inspectors 
of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) .. ice - es a vA .. 1026 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * ‘That a sum, not exceediug £14,271, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Sloan.) 


Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) és +s vs ae .. 1209 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N. ) e as oi cn .. 11030 
Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) . 7 ais 7 - .. 1035 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8S.) .. rf “a us - .. 1039 
Mr. Wyndham F ae ds a is me .. 1041 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N + ter oi is vA >a .. 1044 
Mr. Join Redmond . .. 1045 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir « A, Acland-H ood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) .. ie - .. 1046 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. | ° 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
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County of Suffolk Bill—Read a second time, and committed to a Select 


Committee of Seven Members, Three to be nominated by the House and 
Four by the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented Five clear days 
before the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents be 
heard against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum.—(Sir Cuthbert Quilter.) 


Adjourned at six minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 81a JULY, 1904. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
& had laid upon theTable the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Rotherham Corporation ; Selby Urban District Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. . 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy adie Bill.—A witness ordered to attend 
the Select Committee c ‘F vs ve - 


Lytham Improvement Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 


Ulster Electric Power Bill [.u.|—The Lord Batrour informed the House 
that the Promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill. The 
order of the 21st of April last discharged. 


Ordered, That the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Ves:els) Bill ; Barnet District 
Gas and Water Bill. Leave given to the Select Committee to adjourn over 
Monday next 


North-Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill—Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ; 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of Time) Bill (x. L. ].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments Me 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill [x.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed 
to oe 


Birkdale Improvement Bill; Crystal Palace District Gas Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to .. ‘ 
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Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill.—Message to the Commons 


for the Right Honourable George Wyndham, Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(a Member), to be examined as a witness before the Select Committee of this 


House 


Hamilton Gas Order Confirmation Bill [x.. heen to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Tuesday next .. , , , 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [x.1.].—Water Orders Con- 
firmation Bill [H.L.]. Amendments reported (according to order), and Bills 
to be read 3* on Monday next ‘ we ee “ ; 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [x.t.].—Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill [a.u.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill 
[H.L.]. Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and sent to the Com- 
mons : oe we v4 5 + - a re 


Education Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order); Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next “é : 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons and read 1* ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* 
(The Lord Kintore Las rene 8 and ne from the Committee. (No. 
137.) : en “a 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill.— 
Moved, That the order made on the 14th day of March last, “* That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall 
be read a second time after the 16th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next 


Great Eastern Railway Bill—Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) “er 


On Question, Bill read 3. 


The Lord President of the Council and President _ the Board sii Education 
(The Marquess of Londonderry) , . 


Amendment moved— 
“That this clause be there inserted.” —The Marques: of Londonderry). 


The Acting Chairman of Committees (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to ; Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons, 


PETITIONS. 


SuppLy oF Evectricity Brit [H.x.].—Petition to be heard by Counsel against ; 
of Association of County Councils in Scotland ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table rr ~ s a es ‘he aa - ee oe 

VOL. CXXXVII. [FourtH Szrizs.] g 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLontes (ANNUAL).—No. 419. Wei-hai-Wei (Report. for 1903). is .. 1054 
JupictaL Statistics (IRELAND) 1903.—Part II. Civil Statistics is .. 1054 


SLAUGHTERING OF ANIMALS.—Report of the Committee appointed by the Ad- 
miralty to consider the humane slaughtering of animals; together with 
minutes of evidence, appendices, and index fe a he .. 1054 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3209. Brazil (Porto Allyre). 
No. 3210. Portugal (Pete). 
No. 3211. Portugal (Chinde). 
No. 3212. Japan. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to liv on the Taple a -- 1054 


NEW BILL. 


Public Health Bill [x.1.].—A Bill to enable regulations to be made for carry- 
ing into effect conventions with respect to the prevention of danger arising 
to public health from vessels, andthe prevention of the conveyance of infec- 
tion by means of vessels—Was presented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the 
Marquess of Landsdowne) ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday next. (No. 138.) ye Py: 7 re i a .. 1054 


Light Railways Bill [n.1.].—Read 3* aentinng to materi and aii and 


sent to the Commons = .. 1055 


Hall-Marking of Foreign Plate Bill.—House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee - “s ‘cs ‘m 2 .. 1055 


STaFF APPOINTMENTS.— 
Lord Heneage ~ = “a ~ 7 7 ee ie .. 1055 


Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion of this House the present Army 
Regulations in regard to staff and extra- -regimental duties, the non- 
seconding of officers above the rank of captain in the artillery and 
cavalry, and the retention of officers in successive appointments on the 
staff for unlimited periods limits the number of officers duly qualified 
for staff appointments, are most unfair to regimental officers, and are 
prejudicial to the best interests of the Army.” —(Lord Heneage.) 


Lord Lovat .. .. 1060 
The Under Secretary of State for War a (The Earl of Donoughmore .. 1064 
Lord Tweedmouth .. ‘ .. 1069 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. - 
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NAVAL INTERPRETERS. 
Lord Ellenborough . 1070 
Viscount Sidmouth 4 . 1077 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selbe rne) .. . 1077 
THE De Morey Barony. 
m 
Lord Hawkesbury .. - 1083 
The Lord rae (The Earl of Halsbur y) 1083 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Six o’clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 87H JULY, 190. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (SranpING OrpERS Not PREviouSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speake laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of th» following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, th» 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable th re- 
to, have been complied with, viz. :—Ilford Urban District Council Bill 
[ Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PrivaTE Bits [Lorps] (No SrANDING ORDERS ApPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, 
viz. :—De Trafford Estate Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Great Central Railway Bill.—London County Council (Money) Bill; 
Plymouth Corporation Bill; Wolverhampton Sapien Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to es , a 


Filey Improvement Bill [Lorps].—Maidenhead Bridge Bill om Read 


. 1084 


. 1085 


. 1085 


the third time, and passed, with Amendments ‘ .- 1085 
Ebbw Vale Urban District Water Bill [Lorps].—Harrogate Waterworks 
Tramroad Bill [Lords]; Richard Jaeger’s Patent Bill fees As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ° “i -- 1985 
Airdrie Corporation Gas.Crder. ‘Confirmation Bill [Lozvs].—Wishaw Cor- 
poration Order Confirmatioa Bill asian head the third time, and passed 
without Amendment ‘ ; ‘ $4 - . 1085 
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Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation Bill.—Dunfermline 
District Water Order Confirmation Bill. Considered ; to be read the third 
time upon Monday next “a ws : > .. 1085 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next - .» 1085 


Electric Lighting Provisional sees _ 5) wes cial —Read a second 
time, and committed - .. 1085 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill (by Orper).—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next .. 1085 


Railway Bills (Group No. 10.).—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group No. 10 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. “ a - - v .. 1085 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Soothill Nether Urban 
District Tramways Bill ; Doncaster Corporation Bill ; Skipton Water and Im- 
provement Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Minehead Urban District Council Water Bill [Lords], 
without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Mer- 
chant Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1900.” [Merchant Shipping Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Bath Rural District, Brynmawr, Chippenham, Eastleigh 
and Bishopstoke, Hanwell, Southgate Urban District, Tamworth, Walton-le- 
Dale, Watford, and Widnes (Amendment).” [Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Ashford (Kent), Ely, Ham, Hexham, Horley, Keynsham, 
(Somerset), Kingswood, Newton Abbot (Extension), Teignmouth (Amend- 
ment), and Walton-upon-Thames.” [Electric Lighting Provisional Order; 
(No. 4) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Clevedon, Portishead and Long Ashton, Crediton, Devizes, 
Hampton Wick and District, Houghton-le-Spring and District, the Maldens 
and Coombe, Northampton and District, Stroud, Nailsworth, and Dursley and 
Trowbridge (Urban), Brad ord-on- -Avon (Urban), and Bradford-on-Avon 
(Rural).” [Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under The Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Bognor Gas, Elham Naliey Gas; Elstree and Boreham 
Wood Gas, Finedon Gas, and Godalming ¢ Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and Waterworks Facili- 
ties Act, 1870, relating to Rainham Water, Sevenoaks Water, Southwold 
Water, Wetherby District Water, and Meldreth and Melbourn District Gas 
and Water.” [Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill.—That they request that this 
House will be pleased to give leave to the right hon. George Wyndham, 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, a Member of this House, to attend, in order to 
his being examined as a Witness before the Select Committee appointed by 
their Lordships in the present Session of Parliament on the Strabane, Raphog, 
and Convoy Railway Bill. 


Lords Message, requesting the attendance of the right hon. George Wynd- 
ham, considered— 


And, Mr. Wyndham, in his place, having consented, leave given .. -- 1086 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 260.] as F ¥s ys wa re e .. 1087 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [Lorps].—Read the 
first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 261.] ¥3 9 ea = ey ae ne .. 1087 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 262. | ‘3 =A as wi a es 7” .. 1087 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 263.] 1087 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 264. ] on o i ns as a ‘s re .. 1087 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI Works, ETC., Bitt.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table we ae i ws ne a oa + i .. 1088 


Licensine BiLi.—Petitions against; from Alston; Alvaston; Bentham ; 
Bridgwater ; Bristol (two); Burnley ; Copmanthorpe ; Creetland ; Dairy- 
coates; Denton; Dumfries; Eaton; Edenfield; Edinburgh ; Exmouth ; 
Fenton; Frisby; Garndiffaith; Garrigill; Gatehouse on Fleet; Great 
Dalby ; Hadfield; Halton; Hornsey; Hull; Hungarton; Huntingdon ; 
Isle of Wight ; Lambeth ; Lincoln (two) ; Linlithgow ; Littletown ; Llanid- 
loes; Long Clawson; Marston; Merthyr Tydvil; Morpeth; Nenthead ; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne; Ocker Hill ; Oldbury ; Oldham ; Partick (two) ; Pendle- 
ton; Ponteband ; Pontnewynydd; Rhyl (three); Rotherhithe ; Seaford ; 
Seaton Delaval ; Sewstern ; Sheffield (two) ; Sidmouth ; Sowood ; Sproxton ; 
Stainland ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Teesdale ; Thornaby-on-Tees ; Thrussington ; 
Waterhouses (two); West Vale; Wingate; and Wysall; to lie uponythe 
Table a m es me os eo Zi me -. 1088 
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Licensinc Bitt.—Petition from Brighton, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table “s ne .. 1088 


TELEGRAPH (ConstRUCTION) Brut. —Petition from Essex, ‘for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table .. wt és i ee ae “é “8 .. 1088 


VALUATION Bitt.—Petitions for alteration ; from East Ashford ; and Saddleworth; 
to lia upon the Table... a ae seO%85 he + .. 1088 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. -» '  . °°! 


CRIMINAL AND JupiciaL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1903. Part IT. Civil Statistics 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. - 6% a ws .. 1089 


CoLon1aL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 388 
Wei-hei-Wei), Annual Report for 1903 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1089 


Tron AND STEEL, 1901.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 6th July ; 
Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 244.] 1089 


HUMANE SLAUGHTERING OF ANIMALS.—Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Admiralty to consider the Humane Slaughtering 
of Animals together with Minutes of wien: ere and Index [by 











Command]; to lie upon the Table ex . ~- 1069 | 


ALLOTMENTS (SCcoTLAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th 
May ; Mr. Eugene wine to lie — the Table, and to be aii [No. 
245] i oa , — 4 : is .. 1089 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


User or Site oF ENGLISH CEMETERY AT CorFU.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler 
(Wolverhampton, E.); Answer, Earl Percy .. P a sad .. 1089 


Position oF Post Orrice AT Kitrea, County ANTRIM.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. we - se 7 .. 1090 


QUALIFICATIONS FOR Post OFFICE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT.—Question, 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley - - .. 1090 


VOLUNTEERS IN THE PosTAL TELEGRAPH SERVICE—LEAVE TO ATTEND ANNUAL 
INsPECTION.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Lord 
Stanley - a ‘a i - 3 ~ 5% i .. 1091 


ERECTION OF SMALL ARMS Factory In Inp1a.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. ie We we Ke _ - .. 1091 


PENSION OF Mr. J. C. NEEson, Late Cierk or Beirast Unton.—Question, 
Mr. Sloan ; nines Mr. Wyndham .... is ea 4s “% -- 1092 


War TROPHIES—ALLEGED REFUSAL BY Lonpon County Councit.—Question, 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster oe ae .. 1092 


Epizootic LYMPHANGITIS AMONG ARMY Horses.—Question, Mr. Hayes Fisher 
(Fulham) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 5 sf eK ee .. 1093 
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TRADING PRIVILEGES OF BriTIsH INDIANS IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Sir 
‘Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. 1093 


Labourers (Ireland) Bill. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. as .. 1094 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Order [24th June] for Com- 
mittee be read and discharged, and the Bill be committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade, ete.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) .. oa a ne ie .. 1095 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8S.) .. xh Py ay ‘es .. 1099 
Mr. T, W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. — - wa ee .. 1101 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 223 ; Noes, 10. (Division List No. 214.) 
Irish Land Bill [Seconp Reapine].—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time,” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. S ik <4 as .. 1105 
Captain Donelan (Cork County, E.) - a .- 3 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word, ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘no measure dealing with the Amendment 
of the Irish Land Act of 1903 can be accepted as satisfactory which 
deals only with facilitating Irish landlords in obtaining the bonus, 
and which provides no remedy for the grave defects of that Act affect- 
ing Irish tenants, particularly the creation of a system of zones lead- 
ing to the unjust inflation of prices, and the absence of provisions fo 
the compulsory acquisition of untenanted land essential for the enlarge- 
ment of holdings, the restoration of evicted tenants, and the final settle- 
ment of the Irish land question’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. John Red 


mond.) 


* 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words propoesd to be left out stand part of 


the Question.” 


Mr. Flynn (Cork County, N.). + 10 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W. 4 .. 1116 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) . 1119 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) .. + pe 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) , 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) . ae .. 1130 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. ‘Wyndham, Dover as as .. 1131 
° Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ‘ si »- .. 1133 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 90, (Division List No. 215.) 
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Main Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 216.) 
Bill accordingly read a second time, and committed for Thursday next. 

Savings Bank Acts Amendment Bill.—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed [17th June] to the Bill on Consideration, 
as amended (by the Standing Committee). 


Which Amendment was— 
“Tn page 1, line 21, to leave out Clause 3.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question again proposea, “ That the words of the Clause to the end of line 
24, page 1, stand part of the Bill.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made to the Bill. 
Dill read the third time, and passed. 


fhe Licensing Bill.— 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the sanidied wad A. Ac’and-Hood, 


Page 


Somersetshire, Wellington) . 1143 
CHINESE COOLIES IN THE TRANSVAAL. 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) . . 1143 


The Secretary of State oii the Colonies (Mr. Lytelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) 


Adjourned at four minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, llrx JULY, 1904. 


CHARLES Henry DvuKE or Gorpon.—Was (in the usual manner) introduced by 
virtue of Letters Patent, dated the 13th day of January, 1876, his father, the 
Duke (Duke of Richmond in the Peerage of England), who was created " 
such Patent, never having taken his seat as Duke of Gordon 7 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London United Tramways Bill.—The soins s consent in caries and Bill re- 
ported, with Amendments ; ‘ 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of —— Bill Us. .. 1- — 


Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

. The orders made on Tuesday the 28th and Thursday the 30th of June last 
discharged, and Bill committed . bi ; 
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Swindon Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Committee. That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on Tuesday, the 28th and Thursday the 30th of June last 
discharged, and Bill committed for Thursday next 


City of London (Central Criminal Court House) Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Railway Bill.—Read 3°, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Savings Banks Acts Amendment Bill.—Brought from the Commons 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill. saesieeaai from the Commons ; read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners we a wa <n : 


Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.].—Wishaw Cor- 
poration Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to 


Belfast and North-East Ireland eaianinaiedle and ne ~~ Bill ots. 1 


—Reported, with Amendments 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#...].—Water Works Confirma- 
tion Bill [u.u.]. Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons et me si i xy Y a 


Education Board Provisional ataiad ee) Bill.—Read 3+ neta 
to order), and passed . 


Filey Improvement Bill [u...].—Maidenhead Bridge Bill [u.1.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with, Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to 


Great Central Railway Bill.—London County Council (Money) Bill; Ply- 
mouth Corporation Bill ; Wolverhampton Corporation Bill. Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill.—Message from the Com- 
mons giving leave to the right hon. George Wyndham, a Member, to attend 
the Select Committee (pursuant to message of Friday last) . 


PETITIONS. 


Suppty oF Execrriciry Bit [#.1.].—Petition to be heard by counsel against ; 
of Corporation of Hackney ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 


Outpoor Re.ier (Frienpity Socteries) Brit [H.1.].—Petition against; of 
Guardians of the Poor of Bedford Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; ee i — * ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epucation: ELEMENTARY Epucation (DEFECTIVE AND EPILEPTIC 
CHILDREN).—Regulations of the Board of Education, dated 11th July, 1904, 
providing for grants on account of the education of defective and epileptic 
children, and prescribing conditions to be fulfilled by certified schools and 
classes for such children 
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Africa, No. 8 (1904).—Correspondence relating to the resignation of Sir 
Charles Eliot and to the concession.to the East Africa Syndicate .. 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade— 


Authorising construction of light railways in the city of Ripon, and in 
the rural district of Ripon, in the West Riding of the county of York. 


Authorising construction of a light railway from Witney, in the county 
o£ Oxford, to Andoversford, in the county of Gloucester. 


Authorising construction of light railways in the county of Essex, in the 
borough of Southend-on-Sea, and the urban district of Shoeburyness. 


Amending the Leek, Caldon, Low, and Hartington Light Railways 
Order, 1898. 


Transferring to the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the borough of 
Lowestoft the powers conferred upon the East Anglian Light Railways 
Company by the East er — ee Order, Jami and conga 
that Order 


WHALING AND WuHALE-CurING (ScorLanD).—Report of a Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary for Scotland to inquire into the new whal- 
ing and whale-curing industry on the coast of Scotland, and in the adjacent 
waters. Volume II. Minutes of Evidence and Appendix. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lunacy.—Appendix to Fifty-eight siaieaiat of the Commissioners in saa 
presented 29th June, 1904. ‘ “a ee ; ; 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 7th July, 1904, declaring that 
Thomas Galler, skilled labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Office, was ap- 
pointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the part 
of the head of his Department - - < , 


Post OFrice (ForREIGN AND CoLonIAL Parcet Post).—Statutory Rules and 
Orders, 1904. No. 1076. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 


Savings Banks Acts Amendment Bill.—Read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 
139.) a Ai te ee a a ee a 


Po1icr ConsTABLE ANDERSON. 


Earl Cadogan 


THE MILiTIA. 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That this House, while reaffirming the Resolution passed 
by the Lords in 1883, ‘ That having regard to the present defective mili- 
tary organisation, and to the great importance of the Militia Force, 
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it is essential that the Militia should be forthwith recruited up to its 
established strength,’ is further of opinion that so long as the Militia 
continues to be, as it now is, the constitutional basis of our existing 
military system, it should be so raised as not to compete for voluntary 
recruits, as it now does, with the Regular Army to the great detriment of 








‘ the military forces of the Crown.” —(The Earl of Wemyss.) 

Lord Newton .. “a 7 oe in és i x .. 1157 
Viscount — “3 Zn = - + i ‘ .. 1161 
Earl Bathurst . re ea oe “ - My - .. 1164 
Lord Rosmead .. 1165 
The Under Secretary of State for War r (The Earl of Donoughmore). . .. 1166 
Earl Speftcer .. . 1172 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Afair (t The Marques of Lansdowne) 1175 
The Earl of Wemyss .. . 1178 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 21 ; Not-contents, 59. 





House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Seven o’clock till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, lltx JULY, 1904. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lorps] (StanpinG ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. Fy oi .. 1181 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bixis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SpeakER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Scotch Education De- 
partment Provisional Order Confirmation (Edinburgh) Bill [Lords]. 





Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow ait .. 1181 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill oe a —Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments is me vi Fe eis .. 1181 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill Agamben the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment .. P ie . 1181 
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Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; a clause added ; 
«uae nnd ; Bill to be read the third time .. A .. 1181 


Lock Seon Water Power Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, That 
Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. .. oe os .. 1181 
Tynemouth Corporation a icmautes —As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time és ‘ - ns Be 3 -» 1182 


Bridlington Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[Lords] ; Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental E Estate Bill emai —Read a second 
time, and committed... ‘ .. 1182 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill [Lorps]; Manchester 
Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]; Scarisbrick Estate seas tian Bill 
[Lords].—Read a second time, and committed . = .. 1182 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation Bill; Dunfermline 
District Water Order Confirmation Bill; ‘Glasgow Corporation (Police) 
Order Confirmation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. ne .. 1182 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill. Read the third time, and passed .. .. 1182 


London Port and Docks Bill (sy orpEeR).—Order for Second Reading read. 
Lord Alwyne Compton (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) si om .. 1182 
Order discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpDs.—That they have agreed to—Great-Eastern Rail- 
way Bill ; North-Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to continue and amend 
The Light Railways Act, 1896.” [The Light Railways Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade, under The Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Altrincham Urban District Council Tramways, Calverley Urban District 
Council Tramways, Crompton Urban District Council Tramways, Ply- 
mouth Corporation Tramways, Rochdale Corporation Tramway, Royton 
Urban District. Council Tramways, and Wardle Urban District Council 
Tramway.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and Waterworks Facil- 
ities Act, 1870, relating to Bradfield Water, Cholderton and District Water, 
Elham Valley Water, Frimley and Farnborough District Water, and 
North Sunderland Waterworks.” [Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 1183 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 265] 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps|.—Read the first time ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 266} 


PETITIONS. 


Licensine Bitt.—Petitions against ; from Aberkenfig ; Aley Green ; Atherstone; 
Attleborough (two); Barnes; Bedminster; Buckie; Burton on Trent ; 
Chilvers Coton ; Dawley ; Desford ; Drighlington ; East Holywell; Edin- 
burgh (four) ; Flitwick ; Forest Hill ; Frenchay ; Gaddesden Row ; Glasgow; 
Hartshill (two) ; Hawes ; Hebron ; Hoyland Common; Hoy land Nether ; 
Ilford ; Lowerhouse ; Maidstone ; Mickleover ; Mylor ; Newcastle-on Tyne ; 
Notting Hill; Nuneaton (three); Peckham; Peckham Rye ; Pentonville ; 
Reading (four); Redcar; Richmond; Snape; Stalybridge; Studham ; 
Thornaby on Tees ; Totterdown ; Ventnor ; Wentworth ; Wootton Wawen ; 
and York ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunpay Trapine (ScorLanp ) BiLL.—Petitions in favour; from the Royal, 
Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of Scotland ; and Scottish Sibbath Pro- 
tection Association ; to lie upon the Table a 


VaLuaTion Biitu.—Petition from Aberayron, for alteration, to lie upon the 
Table 


VoLtunTARY Scuoots Act, 1897.—Petition from Rochester, for alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


County Courts (PLAINTS AND Sitrines).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 30th June ; Mr. Cochrane] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 246.] .. x“ * ‘i ‘e wa : : 


Post Orrice (FoREIGN AND CoLoniAL PArcet Postr).—Copy presented, of the 
Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 9) Warrant 1904, dated 
2ist June, 1904 {by Act]; to lie upon the Table ; - 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 7th 
July, 1904, declaring that Thomas Galer, skilled labourer, Royal Labora- 
tory, War Office, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through in- 
advertence on the part of the head of his amnen [by ae to lie upon the 
Table - ‘ ‘ , 


WHALING AND WHALE-CuRING (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Report of a 
Departmental Committee appointed by the Secretary for Scotland to inquire 
into the new Whale and Whale-curing Industry on the coast of Scotland 
and in the adjacent waters. Vol. II. Minutes of Evidence and Appendix 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Regulations of the Board of Educa- 
tion, dated 11th July, 1904, providing for grants on account of the Educa- 
tion of Defective and Epileptic Children, and prescribing Conditions to be 
fulfilled by Certified Schools and Classes for such Children [by — 
to lie upon the Table 
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Arrica (No. 8, 1904).—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the Re- 
signation of Sir Charles Eliot and to the Concession to the East Africa 
Syndicate [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... se 4 -. 1185 
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lar Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3209 to 3212 [by — to lie —_ 
the Table F ‘ . 1185 


FisHeries (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of 
Ireland for 1903. Part I. General _— [by a to lie ii the 
Table bs : : -- 1185 


Licat Ratuways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, transferring to the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough 
of Lowestoft the powers conferred upon the East Anglian Light Railways 
Company by The East Anglian Light Railways Order, 1902, and amending 
that Order (Lowestoft Corporation (East Anglian Transfer) Light Rail- 
ways Order, 1904) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. ; .. 1186 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways in the city of Ripon and in 
the rural district of Ripon, in the West Riding of the county of York (Ripon 
and District —_ Railways Order, oe iby ecient to lie — the 
Table e ‘ . 1186 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade 
amending the Leek, Caldon Low, and Hartington Light Railways Order, 
1898 (Leek, Caldon Low, and Hartington Light Railways (Extension of 
time, etc.) Order, 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table vs .. 1186 


Lieut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
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construction of a Light Railway from Witney, in the county of Oxford, to 
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Amendment proposed— 
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ment.’ ”—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers —— Kent, 
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Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 28, to leave out from the word ‘ Act’ to the end of Sub- 
section (1), and insert the words ‘ the following sums shall be paid as com- 
pensation to the persons concerned, 


‘(a) To all persons employed in or about the licensed premises in 
connection with the sale of intoxicating liquors, three months wages 
or salary. 


‘(b) To the occupier of the said premises, a sum equal to two years 
profits calculated on the average of the last five years, and also the differ- 
ence between the value of the stock and fittings in the premises, as 
valued between an ingoing and outgoing tenant and their value for rem- 
moval and sale. 


“(c) To the owner of the said premises, the cost of any structural 
alterations necessary to adapt the premises to other uses than the 
sale of intoxicating liquors, such amount not to exceed two years 
annual value. 


‘(d) If the renewal be refused before the thirty-first day of De- 
cember, 1914, then there shall be paid in addition to compensation as 
above to the owner of the said premises a sum equal to the average 
annual profits calculated as above multiplied by the number of 
years unexpired between the date of the refusal of the licence and the 
thirty-first of December, 1914.’ ”—(Mr. Seely.) 


6 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘a sum’ stand part of the clause.” 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Licensing Bill [2Np AtLorrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrwer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 
“In page 1, line 28, to leave out from the word ‘ Act,’ to the end of 
Sub-section (1), and insert the words ‘ the following sums shall be paid 
as compensation to the person concerned :— 


‘(a) To all persons employed in or about the licensed premises in 
connection with the sale of intoxicating liquors, three months wages 
or salary. 


*(b) To the occupier of the said premises, a sum equal to two years 
profits calculated on the average of the last five years, and also the 
difference between the value of the stock and fittings in the premises, 
as valued between an ingoing and outgoing tenant and their value for 
removal and sale. 


**(e) To the owner of the said premises, the cost of any structural 
alterations necessary to adapt the premises to other uses than the sale of 
intoxicating liquors, such amount not to exceed two years annual value. 


‘(d) If the renewal be refused before the thirty-first day of De- 
cember, one thousand nine hundred and fourteen, then there shall be 
paid in addition to compensation as above to the owner of the said pre- 
mises a sum equal to the average annual profits, calculated as above 
multiplied by the number of years unexpired between the date of the re- 
fusal of the licence and the thirty-first day of December one thousand 
nine hundred and fourteen.’ ”’—(Mr. Seely.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words ‘a sum’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Edwards (Radnor) ; 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) . 

Mr. J. A. Pease (Esser, Saffron Vv ralden) 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) .. 
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Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mi d. "ag , 

Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncast le) 
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And, it being Eleven of the Clock, the CHatrMaN proceeded, in pursuance 
of the Order of the House of the 5th July, to put the Question on the Amend- 


ment already proposed from the Chair. 
Question put, “ That the words ‘ a sum’ stand part of the clause. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 285; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 219.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 4, to leave out the words ‘in default of agreement,’ 
and insert the words ‘if an amount is agreed upon by the persons ap- 
pearing to quarter sessions to be interested in the licensed premises and 
is approved by quarter sessions, be that amount, and in default of such 
agreement and approval shall.’ ”’—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
? , oO 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, after the word ‘ premises,’ to insert the words, 
‘including the holder of the license.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 9, to leave out from the word ‘ be,’ to the word 
‘determined,’ in line 10.”—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 10, at the end, to insert the words ‘ having regard 
in the case of the licence-holder not only to his legal interest in the 
premises but also to his conduct and to the length of time during which 
he has been the holder of the licence, and the holder of a licence shall 
(notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary) in no case receive a 
less amount than he would be entitled to as tenant for a year, or from 
vear to year, of the licensed premises.” ’—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 





Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

Question put, ‘ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 280; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 220.) 
Clause 3 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 11, to leave out the word ‘ may,’ and insert the 
words * shall in each year, unless they certify to the Secretary of State 


that it is unnecessary to do so in any year.’ ”’—(Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 
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Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 12, after the word ‘all,’ to ins:rt the word ‘ exist- 
ing.” ”°—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douy!as.) 


Quest-on put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 280; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 221.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words ‘ granted or.’ ”—(Mr. 
Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 16, at the beginning, to insert the word ‘ First.’ ” 


—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 
Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 24, to leave out Sub-section (3), and insert the 
words, ‘ (3) Such deductions from rent as are set out in the Second 
Schedule to.this Act may, notwithstanding any agreement to the con- 
trary, be made by any licence-holder who pays a charge under this sec- 
tion, and also by any person from whose rent a deduction is made in 
respect of the payment of such a charge.’”—(Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and ag-eed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, lines 33 and 34, to leave out the words ‘ or in respect 
of special payments for new licences.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to." 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 41, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words ‘ and 
such expenses of the justices of the licensing district incurred under 
this Act as quarter sessions may allow.” ’—(Mr. Secretary Akers 
Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. ee 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 7, at the end, to add the words ‘ Quarter sessions 
shall in each year make such returns to the Secretary of State 
with respect to their own action, and that of the justices of licensing 
districts, under this Act, as the Secretary of State may require.’ ”— 
(Mr. Solicitor-General.) : 
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Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Question put, “ That the Clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266 ; Noes, 160. (Division List No. 222.) 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to mike his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Hous: do now adjourn.” — 


(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donega! S.) . 

Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, W. arwick and Leam- 
ington) ne 


Page 
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1323 


.- 1323 


Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth .. 1324 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) .. .. 1324 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) . 1324 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Inpran Army Unirorms.—Address for “ Return of all changes in the regulations 
affecting the dress and equipment of officers in the Indian Army since 
November, 1902, showing, where possible, the approximate cost of the 
changes in each rank to the officers concerned.” —(Sir S2ymour King.) 


County of Suffolk Bill.—Mr. Stuart-Wortley, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, and Mr. 
Goddard were nominated members of the Select Committee on the County 


of Suffolk Bill.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood) .. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 12ra JULY, 1904. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill.—Moved, That the Order made on the 14th day 
of March last, “ That no Prviate Bill brought from the Hous? of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 16th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly 
and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill [#.L.|.—R>turned from the Commons 
agresd to be as a P < a : 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [1...].—Returned from the Commons 
agre>d to, with Amendmeats i oe i 5 


Torquay veeaeieine Bill. eiliicininns from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
iments oe oe ve ee oe oe 
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Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation Bill (No. 140); Dun- 
fermline District Water Order Confirmation Bill (No. 141) ; Glasgow Cor- 
poration (Police) Order Confirmation Bill (No. 142). Brought from the Com- 
mons ; read 1* ; to be printed ; and pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act (1899), deemed to have been read 2 (The Lord Kin- 


tore (HZ. Kintore)), and reported from the Committee .. 


Loz1l Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill (No. 143); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill (No. 144).—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners .. ae 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill; 
Hamilton Gas Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. House in Committee ac- 
cording to order); Bills reported without amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next 


PETITIONS. 


Supp.y or Evectraicity Brit [H.L.].—Petition to be heard by counsel against ; 
of the County Council of Lanarkshire ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Inp1a (Accounts AND Estimates, 1904-1905).—Explanatory memorandum 
by the Secretary of State for India 


FISHERIES (IRELAND).—Report of the Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the sea and coast fisheries of Ireland, for the year 
1903. Part I. General Report 


Re‘ormMaToRY AND INpDusTRIAL ScHoots (GREAT Britarn).—Forty-seventh 
Report, for the year 1903, of the Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools. Part I. List of Schools and detailed reports. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Pena ServirupE Act, 1891.—Regulation made by the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland for taking finger-prints, etc., of untried prisoners 


Sea FIsHeRIES REGULATION Act, 1888.—Order made by the Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries, under the provisions of the above Act, for the variation of the 
Order creating the North-Eastern Sea Fisheries District 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (VisitinG Commitregs).—Draft rules proposed 
to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, under the 


Prison Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the constitution of the Visiting 
Committee of Borstal Prison. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Hall-marking of Foreign Plate Bill.—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee, without Amendment ; and to be read 3* on Thursday next .. 


THE PROTECTION OF THE BritIsH FLAG. 


Lord Muskerry ‘ 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs (The M arquess of Lansdowne) .. 
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Registration of Clubs (Ireland) Bill. ‘Nisin Reapine].—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Clonbrock “5 - - ne a” s .- 1327 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Clonbrock.) 
The Earl of Denbigh _ ee sh ee ef na .. 1329 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of th: Whol: 
House on Friday next. 


Crown AGENTS AND SHIPPING RATEs. 


The Earl of Portsmouth fe .. 1329 
The Under Secretary of State ie the Colonies 8 (The Duke of M arlborough) 1331 
Earl Grey... ee .. 1338 


EDUCATION GRANTS. 


Earl Bathurst . .. 1339 
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Earl Cadogan is ie .. 1342 
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Earl Spencer - * .. 1344 

The Marquess of Lansdowne es = fe ‘s .. 1345 
r House adjourned at half-past Five o’clock, to Thursday next, 


half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 12raH JULY, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ProvisionaL OrpeER Bits [Lorps (STANDING ORDER3 APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow .. ss ae 1346 


Doncaster cayenne Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed 
to ; Ge - ee as “ se “s ac .. 1346 


Richard Jaeger’s Patent es sun —Read the third ~ and passed, 
with Amendments é .. 1346 
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Caledonian Railway Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps]|.—Glasgow and 
South Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Govan Corpora- 
tion Order Confirmation Bill me: Read a second time ; to be con- 


sidered upon Thursday 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lorps].—Scotch Education Depart - 
ment Provisional Order Confirmation (Edinburgh) Bill [Lords]. Read a 
second time, and committed ae ae me ae as : 
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Raitway Brixs (Group No. 10).—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Com- 
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clock. 
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Provisional Order (Cardiff) Bill; City of London (Central Criminal Court- 
House) Bill, without Amendment. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Himpstead Railway, Bill with Amend- 


ments. 


Amendments to—Southport and Lyntham Tramroad (Extension of 
Tim:) Bill [Lords]; Filey Improvement Bill seis Maidenhead Bridge 
Bill fLords], without Amendment 


PETITIONS. 


BisHoprics OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM BiLt.—Petition from Birmingham, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ScoTLanD) BiLt.—Petition from Kintyre, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table ia oe ; 


LicensinG Bitt.—Petitions against; from Allestree ; Armley ; Aston on Trent ; 
Barrow on Soar; Borrowash; Boughton; Boxt»d; Bradford; Bramley ; 
Brierfield, Bucknall; Callow; Camberwell; Castle Donington; Colby; 
Colne (two) ; Costock ; Derby ; Dewsbury (two) ; Dunstan ; East Leake ; Elm- 
stead ; Foubridge; Gateshead (four); Great Bedwyn; Hackney; Halt- 
whistle; Hastings; Hebburn; Helpringham; Hemingfield; Hexham; 
Hither Green ; Holbeck (two); Hoton; Ilford ; Kilburn ; King’s Heath ; 
Leysters ; Loughborough; Low Wortley ; Madeley ; Mark’s Tey; Mawbrey ; 
Mount Sorrel ; Newcastle on Tyne (thiee) ; New Wortley ; Norwich ; Peldon: 
Pewsey ; Preston; Quarndon; Queen’s Ferry; Rocksholme; Sabden; 
Silver Royd Hill; South Bank; Stamford Hill; Thornton; Warrington ; 
West Mersea ; Willoughby ; Wimborne ; Wivenhoe ; Wymeewold and York: 
to lie upon the Table... ee oe oe ° ‘a 
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Licensinc Biii.—Petitions for alteration ; from Hastings ; and South Kensing- 
ton ; to lie upon the Table 





LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS SUPERANNUATION BiLt.—Petition from Cam- 
berwell, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


VaLuation Biit.—Petition from Nuneaton, against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS (GREAT BritTatn).—Copy presented, 
of Forty-Seventh Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and In- 
dustrial Schools for 1903. Part I. List of Schools and Detailed Reports 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table - ‘ ‘a a ‘ 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy presented, of draft Rules proposed 
to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department under 
the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with respect to the constitution of the 
Visiting Committee of Borstal Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


PenaL ServirupEe Act, 1891.—Copy presented, of Regulations made by the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland for taking Finger Prints, et>., of Untried Prisoners 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Kast Inp1a (Accounts AND Estimates, 1904-5).—Copy presented, of Explana- 
tory Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table .. 


Sea Fisuertes Recutation Act, 1888.—Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, under the provisions of the Act for the 
variation of the Order creating the North-Eastern Sea Fisheries District 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports Annual Series, Nos. 3213 to 3215 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.—Copy ordered, “ of Memor- 
andum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Order included in the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.’—(Mr. 
Bonar Law.) if P , 


Evecrric Power Unpertakines.—Return ordered, “showing the names of 
companies or persons who have obtained Acts conveying powers for the 
supply of Electric Power to Districts, with the names and areas of such 
Districts and the year in which the powers were obtained, and whether such 
powers have been exercised or not ; and, in the former case, what is the state 
of the works constructed under such powers.” —(Mr. Gera’d Balfour.) 





PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES Act, 1879 AND 1884.—Address for Return show- 
ing the working of the Regulations made in 1886 for carrying out the Prose- 
tion of Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with Statistics setting forth the 
number, nature, result, and cost of the Proceedings instituted by the Director 
in accordance with those Regulations, from the Ist day of January, 1903, to 
the 31st day of December, 1903 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 209, of Session,1903).”—(Mr. Cochrane) 
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NEW BILIS. 


Isle of Man (Customs) Bill—‘‘ To amend the Law with respect to Customs 
Duties in the Isle of Man,” presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to be read 
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a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 269) . 1368 
Criminal Aliens Bill.—‘‘ To make provision for the repatriation of Criminal 
Aliens,” presented by Sir Howard Vincent ; supported by Mr. Forde Ridley, 
Sir Carne Rasch, Sir Ernest Flower, Mr. Runciman, Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. 
Herbert Robertson, and Colonel Pilkington ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 270]. .. . 1369 
Licensing Bill [Tarp ALLorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 4 :— 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) a ¥s of a iri . 1369 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 8, to leave out from the word ‘ of’ to the word 
‘ be,’ in line 10, and to insert the words, ‘ the county licensing committee 
to confirm new licences, and any other power of that committee 
shall.” —(Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas.) 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” ~ 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) «> 2071 
Mr. Lloyd Wharton (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon) .. 1371 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 1371 
Question put and negatived. 
Words inserted. 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse .. 1372 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 11, after the word ‘sessions ’ to insert the words 
‘and shall include the power to sanction any conditions attached to a 
new licence under the provisions of this section.’ ”—(Mr. Henry 
Hobhouse.) 
Question p:oposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Prime Minister and First Lord af the ists (Mr. A. J. 
Baljour, Manchester, E.) ‘ si . 1373 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. . 1374 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) .. - ‘i .. 1374 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 8, at beginning, to insert the words ‘No new 
licences shall be granted before the Ist dav of January, 1907, and after 
that date.’ ”’—(Mr. Whittaker.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) .. Re we or .. 1375 
Mr. Akers Douglas - - - re ¥s a . 1375 
Mr. Broadhurst (Levester) .. - + j a re .. 1376 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 11, to leave out from the word ‘ sessions’ to end 
of sub-section.” —(Mr. Secret wy Akers Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Whittaker ee ee oe ee ee ee ee ee 1376 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 11, at end, to insert the words ‘ (1) No application 
‘or a new licence shall be received or considered by the justices of a 
licensing district unless and until they have issued a public notice that 
in their opinion a new licence is required in a particular locality and 
they are prepared to receive applications for it,’ ””»—(Mr, Whittaker.) 


Question proposed “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) .. .. 1377 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ie 7 i . 1378 


Question put and negatived. 


“ae? 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) oe ee ee -« 1378 


Amendment proposed— A‘ 


“In page 3, line 13, at end, to insert the words ‘ provided that a 
local authority may, by resolution, declare that no new on-licence shall 
be so granted or confirmed in respect of premises within their area 
except to a company or association of persons formed for the purpose 
of devoting any profits (or any such proportion of profits as may be speci- 
tied in the resolution) to public purposes and complying with regulations 
made for the purpose by the Secretary of State, and any such resolution 
shall have effect accordingly.’ ”—(Sir Edward Grey.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A.J. Balfour .. ae Be aa rs a ae .. 1381 
Mr. Lloyd-George .. bs ve = én - sn .. 1384 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) .. ve = ep - .. 1385 
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Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) .. “a - es .. 1398 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. [loyd-George  .. oe ee ee .. 1398 


Amendment proposed— 





“* In page 3, line 13, after the words last omitted, to insert the words 
* provided that no new licence shall be granted until at least three weeks 
notice shall have been first given to the local authority for the area in 
| which the premises are situate, and the justices have considered all re- 
presentations made by such local authority, either in writing or at the 
hearing of the application, in respect of such application.’ ”—(Mr. 
L/oyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted. 
ee 2 ii a 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ‘ia - “i - i Ss .. 1400 


| Mr. Asquith . we we va ne .. 1401 
Mr. Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) mr oe ae ka .. 1401 
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Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University a ace “a “ .. 1402 
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Mr. Pemberton (Sunderland) a ay we - “ .- 1404 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 14, to leave out Sub-section (2) and insert-— 


‘(2) The justices of a licensing district on the grant of a new 
licence may attach to the grant of the licence such conditions, both as 
to the payments to be made and the tenure of the licence, and as to any 
other matters, as they think proper in the interests of the public, and 
shall attach such conditions as they think best adapted for preventing 
any private person from obtaining any benefit from any monopoly value 
of the licence. 


‘(3) For the purposes of this section a new on-licence may be 
granted for a term not exceeding seven years, and where a licence is so 
granted for a term, any application for a re-grant of the licence on the 
expiration of the term shall be treated as an application for the grant 
of a new licence, not as an application for the renewal of a licence, and 
during the continuance of the term the licence shall not require re- 
renewal. 


“(4) The amount of any payments made in pursuance cf any con- 
ditions under this section shall be collected and dealt with in the same 
manner as the duties on local taxation licences within the meaning 
of Section 20 of the Local Government Act, 1888. 


‘ (5) A licence granted for a term under this section may (without 
prejudice to any other provisions as to forfeitvre) be forfeited, if any 
condition imposed under this section is not complied with, by order 


of a Court of summary jurisdiction made on complaint, or if the holder 


of the licence is convicted of any offence committed by him, as such, 
by the Court by whom he is convicted ; but where a licence is so forfeited 
the owner of the licensed premises shall have all the rights conferred 
on owners by Section 15 of the Licensing Act, 1874.’ °—(Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-Section (2) stand part of the Clause.” 


Page 


Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. - se - . 1419 
Sir Robert Reid Se + 6p ne a +a . 1422 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) .. 7" - we ne . 1423 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 


make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Licensing Bill [(3rp ALiotrep Day.]' 


Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. 





(In the Committee.) 


J. W. Lowrtuer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
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Clause 4 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 3, line 14, to leave out Sub-section (2), and insert the 
words— 


“** (2) The justices of a licensing district on the grant of a new licence 
may attach to the grant of the licence such conditions, both as to the 
payments to be made and the tenure of the licence, and as to any other 
matters as they think proper in the interests of the public, and shall 
attach such conditions as they think best adapted for preventing any 
private person from obtaining any benefit from any monopoly value of 
the licence. 


eee 


(3) For the purposes of this section a new on-licence may be 
granted for a term not exceeding seven years, and where a licence is 
so granted for a term any application for a re-grant of the licence on the 
expiration of the term shall be treated as an application for the grant of 
a new licence, not as an application for the renewal of a licence, and 
during the continuance of the term the licence shall not require renewal. 


eee 


(4) The amount of any payments made in pursuance of any 
conditions under this section shall be collected and dealt with in the 
same manner as the duties on local taxation licences within the mean- 
ing of Section 20 of the Local Government Act, 1888. 


“**(5) A licence granted for a term under this section may (without 


prejudice to any other provisions as to forfeiture) be forfeited, if any 
condition imposed under this section is not complied with, by order 
of a Court of summary jurisdiction made on complaint, or if the holder 
of the licence is convicted of any offence committed by him as such, 
by the Court by whom he is convicted, but where a licence is so forfeited 
the owner of the licensed premises shall have all the rights conferred on 
owners by Section 15 of the Licensing Act, 1874.’ ”°—(Mr. Secretary 
Akers Douglas.) 


Question aga n proposed, “ That Sub-section (2) stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Peel 

Mr. Edmund Robertson 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) ; 

Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 

Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) : 

Sir Philip Muntz (Warwickshire, Tamw orth) 
Mr. Lawson Walton .. a - 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Whittaker as 
Sir J. Starling- Maxwell (lasyow, ( ‘ollege) 7 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) . as 

Mr. Cripps va ‘ 


Question put and negatived. 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance 


of the Order of the House of the 5th July, to put the Question on the 
Amendment already proposed from the Chair. 
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Question, “ That these words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


The Chairman then proceeded to put forthwith the Question necessary to 
dispose of the allotted Business to be concluded on the 3rd allotted Day. 


Question, ‘ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” put, and I 
agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 
Mr. Whitley .. “ - + 7 = “ os .» 1443 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 23, to leave out the words ‘ may, if they think fit,’ 
and insert the word ‘ shall.’ ”»—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question p oposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand pa’ t of the 
clause.” 





Mr. Akers Douglas .. “9 es x vr - we .. 1444 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. ee és wi “® -» 1445 





Question put. | 
The Committee divided : Ayes, 267; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 224.) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.)  .. ae - o .. 1449 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 3, line 24, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words ‘ which 
districts shall consist of the licensing districts or licensing divisions into 
which such area is now divided.’ ”—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. o% ois “ Pa a wx .. 1450 
Mr. Whitley .. ‘3 i ee ee ee oe oe .. 1450 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


- 145] 


Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) .. ee oe oe ee oe 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 26, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ Provided that 
the annual value of premises to be taken as for the purpose of the 
publican’s licence duty within any such district shall in the aggregate be 
not less than ten thousand pounds.’ ”—(Mr. Nussey.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Akers Douglas .. oe _ ps _ es es .. 1452 


Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 234. (Division List No. 225.) 


Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) .. 4 a a .. 1455 


Amendment proposed— 
“ In page 3, line 27, to leav» out sub-section (2).”—(Mr. Levy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of sub-sec‘ion (2) to the word ‘ap 
2 P fi . 
pointed. 


Sir Edward Carson .. =e aa ee ae <a a .. 1456 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


County of Suffolk Bill.—Ordered, That Mr. Goddard be discharged, and that 
Mr. Soames be added to the Select Committee.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) .. 1456 


Adjourned at three minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 13rn JULY, 1904. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Skipton Water and Improvement Bill ; Soothill Nether Urban District Tram- 
ways Bill. Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to. we ‘3 1457 


De Trafford Estate Bill [Lorps] ; Ilford Urban District Council Bill ens 
Read a second time, and committed .. 1457 


Tramways Orders Coen eee * Bill oes —Read a second time, 
and committed .. : ee a .. 1457 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Report from the 
Committee that they had divided the Bill into two Bills :— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill (comprising the Hartle- 
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Manchester, E. ; 
Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, Newmarket) 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided : Ayes, 181; Noes, 263. (Division List No. 239.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in pursuanc? 
of the Order of the House of the 5th July, successively to put forthwith 
the Question on any Amendments moved by the Government of which 
notice had been given, and on every Question necessary to dispose of 
the allotted Business to be concluded on the 4th allotted day. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 8, after the word ‘committees,’ to insert th» 
words ‘ of quarter sessions and for the constitution of those committees 
where requisite as standing committees, and also for the addition to 
those committees in the case of a county, of representatives of the jus- 
tices of any boroughs within the county not being county boroughs, but 
having a separate commission of the peace.’ ””—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 


‘zuestion, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 10, to leave out irom the word ‘ procedure,’ to the 
word ‘and’ in line 13, and insert the words ‘ of quarter sessions on the 
consideration of the reports of justices of a licensing district 
under this Act and on any hearing under this Act with reference to the 
refusal of the renewal of on-licences or the division of the amount to 
be paid as compensation.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided—Ayes, 267; Noes, 182. (Division List, No, 231.) 
Clause 7. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘substitution,’ to insert th 
words * for quarter sessions.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 21, to leave out the words ‘ for quarter sessions.’ 
(Mr. Secretary Akers- -Douglas. ) 


Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made, ” put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 21, to leave out from the word ‘ sessions,’ to the end 
of line 24.”—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Dougq!as.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


oo eee 


Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand par of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 267; Noes, 178. (Division List No. 232.) 
Clause 8. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 29, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ (2) If the 
justices of a licensing district refuse to renew an on-licence on the ground 
that the holder of the licence has persistently and unreasonably refused 
to supply suitable refreshment (other than intoxicating liquor) or on the 
ground that the holder of the licence has failed to fulfil any reasonable 
undertaking given-to the justices on the grant or previous renewal of the 
licence, the justices shall be deemed to have refused the licence on the 
ground that the premises have been ill-conducted.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor- 
General.) 





Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 40, after the word ‘ having,’ to insert the words, a 
separate commission of the peace and.’ ”’—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


| Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 2, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ But where 
quarter sessions have customarily been held separately by adjournment 
or otherwise for any part of a county as defined by this Act, the 
Secretary of State may by order, on the application of quarter sessions 
for the whole county, constitute for the purposes of this Act any part 
of the county for which quarter sessions are for the time being so 
separately held a separate county, and the justices usually sitting 
at such separate quarter sessions a separate quarter sessions, and make 
all necessary provisions for the administration of the Act in such a case.” 
(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put , and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘accordingly,’ to insert the 
words ‘ and the expression “ existing on-licence ” means an on-licence 
in force at the date of the passing of this Act, and includes a licence 
granted by way of renewal from time to time of a licence so in force, 
whether such licence continues to be held by the same person, or has been 
cr may be transferred to any other person or persons.’ ”—(Mr. 
Solicitor-Genera!.) 


Question put, “‘ That the Amendment be made.” 
VOL. CXXXVIL. [FourtH Sertes.] k 








exlvi TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
July 13.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 265; Noes, 175. (Division List, No. 233.) : 





Question put, ‘That the clause as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; Noes, 164. (Division List, No. 234.) 


| 
| 


Clause 9. 
Question put, “That the clause stand part of the Bill.” | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 280; Noes, 118. (Division List No, 235.) 
Schedule :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 24, at the end, to add tne words ‘ and in the case of 
any licensed premises which are certified by the justices of the licensing 
district on the application of the holder of the licence to be used only as 
public gardens, picture galleries, exhibitions, places of public or private 
entertainment, railway refreshment rooms, bond fide restaurants or at- 
ing houses, or for any other purposes to which the holding of a licence 
is merely auxiliary, such rate, not less than one-third of that charged in 
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other cases, as the justices think proper under the circumstances,’ ”’— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “ That this schedule, as amended, be the first schedule of the 
Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 233 ; Noes, 142. Division List, No. 236.) 
New Schedule (Scale of Deductions) :—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 
Question, “ That this schedule be added to the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the Chairman do report the Bill, as 
amended, to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 117. (Division List No, 237.) 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 271.] 


And it being One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House, pursuant 
to the Standing Order, without Question put. 


Adjourned at One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | Stretford Urban District Council Bill 
Wednesday, 29th June, 1904 | [Lords]. Read a second time, and com- 
, ; ; | mitted. 


| Great Yarmouth Corporation Bill 
|(Lords]. Reported, with Amendments, 
aa | trom the Police and Sanitary Committee 


. ; | [Section B]; Report to lie upon the 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | ratio and to be printed 


suai | Metropolitan District Railway Bill 
| [Lords]. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Manchester Ship Canal (Finance) Bill | | Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
~ [Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, | leone 
2 without Amendment. | 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 10). 


Shipley Urban District Council Bill) gir Lewis McIver reported from the 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, | | Committee on Group 10 of Private Bills; 
with Amendments. | That, for the convenience of parties, they 
| had adjourned until Tuesday next, at 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tram- | half-past Eleven of the clock. 


ways Bill (changed from “Saddleworth | 
and Springhead Tramways (Abandon- | Report to lie upon the Table. 
ment) Bill’’). As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 


223 and 243 be suspended, and that the PETITIONS. 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. a 
Caldwell.) 


ALIENS BILL. 

Bill accordingly read the third time,} Petition from Paisley, in favour; to 
and passed. [New Title.] lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 


EDUCATION (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
DEFAULT) BILL. 





Petition from Battersea, against; to. 


lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 


Petition from Croydon, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions against; from Aberystwyth 
(t,o); Amble; Ashington; Bamber 


Bridge ; Bamford ; Battersea; Beverley ; 


Blackburn; Blackley ; Blackwood ; Blun- 
dellsands ; Bradford (two); Broomhill; 
Butterwick; Cymdy; 
(two); Castleton; Cathays Park; Caw- 
thorn; Chorlton Lane; Coombe Dingle ; 
Coningsby ; Cotherstone ; Cullen ; 
Cwmllynan; Cwmsyfiog (two) ; Darlington 
(two); Denby Dale; Dunkeld; Earls- 
heaton; East Dulwich; Emsworth; 
Ettingshall; Fareham; Fishguard ; 
Glasgow (two) ; Glynceiriog ; Greentown ; 
Hanley; Hartlepool; Hawthorn Hill; 
Hayle ; Heywood ; Higher Walton; High 
Wycombe ; Hoghton ; Hopwood ; Hough- 
ton-le-Spring; Hull (three) ; Hunslet (two); 
Hyde; Hyde Park ; Kilmarnock; Kirk- 
stead ; Leeds (two) ; Leytonstone ; Little- 
thorpe; Llansantffraid ; Llansilin; London 
(two) ; Malpas ; Manningham (two) ; Mare- 
ham-le-Fen ; Middleton Cheney ; Mill Hill ; 
Mirfield; Moorside; Morley; Nelson; 
Newcastle-under-Lyme; New Tredegar; 
Niton; North Walsham; Old Charlton 
(five) ; Oswestry ; Pontllanffraith ; Port- 
essie; Port Isaac; Radcliffe; Roath; 
Rochdale; Rock; Rock Ferry (two); 
Roupell Park; Sandown; Savile Town; 
Sheepwash; Shrewsbury; Sompting; 
Southdown Chale; Staveley; Sudbury 
(two) ; Sunderland ; Swalwell; Thornhill ; 
Threapwood; Throckley; Thurlstone ; 
Todmorden ; Trinant ; Tumby Woodside ; 
Tunstall; Tursdale; Ventnor; Wade- 
bridge ; Washington ; Westbury-on-Trym ,; 
Wildmore; Wilmslow; Witton Gilbert; 
and Woodford (eleven); to lie upon the 
Table. 


LICENSING BILL, 


Petitions for alteration ; from Brighouse ;_ 
Hammersmith; and Warwick; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TREASURY 


POWERS) BILL, 


Petition from Battersea, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, for alteration; 
to lie upon the Table. 


STREET BETTING BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) COM- 


PENSATION BILL. 
Petitions against; from Edinburgh; and 
Renfrew ; to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 
Petition from Bury, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 
Petitions for alteration ; from Dorking ; 
Hollingbourn; Rye; and Wandsworth ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence re- 
lating to the Finances of the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colony [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (VENTILA- 
TION IN COTTON CLOTH FACTORIES), 

Copy presented, of Report to‘ the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, by F. Scudder, Esquire, F.I.C., 
on air tests in humid cotton weaving 
sheds [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 
Copy presented» of Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery of Ireland 
to the Board of Governors and Guardians 
for the year 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


OUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1877. 

Account presented, of the Receipts and 

Payments under the Act during the year 


ended the 3lst March, 1904 [by Act]; 
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to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 231.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regulations for the 
Training of Teachers and for the Examina- 
tion of Students in Training Colleges 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


‘ TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3199 and 3200 [by Command]; to lie, 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy. Copy of Fifty-eighth Report 
of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the 
Lord Chancellor [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table and to be printed. [No. 232.] 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 

Return ordered, “showing the extent 
to which, and the manner in which, Local 
Authorities in Scotland have allocated 
and applied funds to the purposes of 
Technical Education during the vear end- 
ing the 15th day of May, 1904, under the 
following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs 
and Excise) Act, 1890; Education and 
Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1892; Technical Schools (Scotland) Act, 
1887; Technical Instruction Amendment 
{Scotland) Act, 1892; and Public Lib- 
raries Acts.”—(Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


“The Times” in Government 
Departments. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury will he say which Government 
Department takes daily forty copies of 
The Times at the public expense. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) I 
understand that the Department alluded 
to is the Admiralty, which takes thirty- 
nine copies of The Times daily. 


Electric Railways—Precautions for | 
Public Safety. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
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of Trade what Orders, if any, have been 
made by the Board under Section 1, Sub- 
section (f), of The Railways (Electric 
Power) Act, 1903, for securing the safety 
of the public; whether such Orders 
include adequate protection from 
contact with a live rail; whether any of 
the fatal and other accidents which have 
occurred from contact with ljve rails 
have been found to be due to the neglect 
of the companies to comply with the 
terms of Orders of the Board, or to 
neglect of other precautions; and what 
steps the Board are now taking or will 
take to effectually prevent the re- 
currence of such accidents. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No 
Orders have yet been made under the 
Act referred to. Inquiries are being 
held into two recent accidents that 
occurred through the electrical working 
of railways, and when the reports of 
these inquiries are received the question 
of the precautions to be taken will be 
fully considered. 


Delay in Establishment of Telephone 
System between Ballymena and London- 


derry. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, 
sufficient support to warrant the in- 
troduction of the trunk telephone scheme 
being now forthcoming, he will say what 
is the cause of the delay in having 
communication established between 
Ballymena and Londonderry, including 
branches to Limavady, Coleraine, and 
Portrush; and when the subscribers in 
these towns may expect to be connected 
with Belfast. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Appli- 
cations for a telephone service have been 
received from several other towns in the 
North of Ireland besides those mentioned 
by the hon. Member, and it has been 
necessary to obtain further estimates in 
order that the scheme now under con- 
sideration may be made as comprehensive 
circumstances will justify. I 
hope, however, very shortly to be able 
to announce the result and to have the 
work put in hand where the requisite 


E.): To ask the President of the Board ' support is forthcoming. 
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The Mutessarifliks of Selfidge and Koritza 
and the Muerzteg Agreement. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras,N.) : To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Mutessarifliks of 
Selfidge and Koritza, which are mostly 
inhabited by Christians of non-Slavonic 
origin, are at present excluded from the 
operation of the Muerzteg Agreement. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) This is at 
present the case so far as the reorganisa- 
tion of the gendarmerie is concerned, 
but His Majesty’s Ambassador has 
urged and will continue to urge that, as 
circumstances permit, the operation of 
this part of the scheme shall be further 


extended. In other respects the 
districts in question fall within the 
application of the scheme. 
British Commercial Agent at 
Vladivostock. 
Me. MOON: To ask the Under- 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the British commercial agent 
appointed to Vladivostock is remaining 
there; and, if not, where and how he is 
employed. 

(dnswered by Earl Percy.) He is now 
at Wei-hai-Wei. 


Commercial Treaty between the United 
States and Abyssinia. 

Masor EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information with 
regard to a commercial treaty recently 
concluded between the United States 
and Abyssinia; and, if so, whether such 


treaty contemplates any cessions of 
territorial or mining rights. 
(Answered by Earl Percy.) His 


Majesty’s Government are not able to 
give any information on the subject. 


Value of Licensed Premises for Probate. 

Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he will obtain from the Inland Revenue 
Department and state particulars of the 
last six cases, without necessarily men- 
tioning names, where licensed premises 
have been valued for probate, showing, 
in each case, the total] value at which 
the licensed premises were assessed, and 
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the nature of the interest on such pre- 
mises thus taxed; and the annual value 
at which such licensed premises were 
assessed for the purpose of the publican’s 
licence duty. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I will inquire how far it may be possible 
to supply such particulars as are asked 
for, and will let the hon. Member know 
the result as soon as possible. 


Export of Coal an the Value of 6s. per 
- on. 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer what quantity of coal, 
valued at not more than 6s. per ton 
f.0.b., was shipped for export from this 
country during the twelve months ending 
3lst December, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The total quantity of coal of a declared 
value not exceeding 6s. per ton f.o.b. 
exported during the twelve months 
ended 31st December, 1903, was 4,550,332 
tons. 


Income-Tax Inquiry—Exemption of Co- 
operative Societies. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he intends to carry 
out the promise made by the ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer last year to 
appoint a Departmental Committee to 
consider the practice with regard to 
income- tax payment; and, if so, 
whether the question of co-operative 
societies’ exemption will be considered 
by the Committee. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
A Committee was appointed two months 
ago, and the names of the members and 
the terms of reference have been publicly 
notified on several occasions. It is for 
the Committee to consider whether any 
questions relating to the position of co- 
operative societies come within their 
reference. 


Duty-Free Spirits under Section 8 of 
Finance Act, 1902. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will grant a Return showing how far the 














9 Questions. 


exemption as to duty-free spirits by the 
power granted by Section 8 of the Finance 
Act of 1902 has been taken advantage of. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
If the hon. Member will send me the 
form which he would like the Return to 
take, 1 will look into it and see whether 
it can be granted. 


Liquor and Drug Traffic in India. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
directed to the reference in the Financial 
State nent of the Government of India for 
1904-5 (page 6), to the continued increase 
in the revenue derived from the sale of 
intoxicating liquors or drugs, and to the 
announcement that the Government of 
India were devoting special] attention to 
this matter in the interests of temperance ; 
whether the action of the Government of 
India in this direction has taken the form 
of an official inquiry ; and whether further 
legislation for the purpose of checking the 
increasing consumption of alcohol and 
drugs in India is contemplated. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have seen the passage in question. I 
am not aware that any general inquirv is 
contemplated. A good many specific 
questions regarding the working of the 
Excise system in different parts of India 
have closely engaged the attention of the 
Government of India and the Local 
Governments, and various improvements 
have been effected. Excise Amendment 
Acts have lately been enacted in Burma 
and Bengal, and further legislation is in 
progress in Bengal. 


Capture of Illig—Explosive Bullets. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has any official Reports show- 
ing that at the bombardment and capture 
of Illig explosive bullets were used by the 
English forces. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The reply is in the negative. 


White Labour in Transvaal Gold Mines. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUET, (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state what 
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was the number of white men emploved 
in the Transvaal gold mines in the latest 
month for which returns are available. 


(Answered by Mr. Secr tary Lytte’ton.) 
The latest return of the number of white 
men employed in the Transvaal gold mines 
is that for April, 1904, 12,740, who were 
at work on the last full working day. 


Education (Scotland) Bill. 

Sir J. STIRLING MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when the Education 
(Scotland) Bill will be taken. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) lam 
afraid I cannot at present fix the day 
for resuming the discussion in Committee 
on this Bill. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Clothing Factory—Atmosphere in 
Pressing Rooms. 

Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, _ 
Clitheroe): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
cap state what is the proportion of car- 
bon dioxide in each 10,000 volumes of 
air in each of the six pressing rooms at 
the Army Clothing Factory. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): 
Samples of air were taken last Friday 
from three rooms at the factory including 
one of the pressing rooms (being the 
room in which Alice Wright pressed her 
work). The proportion of carbonic acid 
in the press-room varied from 5°7 per 
10,000 volumes at the south end to 9°0 at 
the north end. The samples were taken 
after the workers had been at work three 
to four hours, and the result was con- 
sidered satisfactory by the District 
Factory Inspector. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that notice was given 
of the intended visit of the Factory In- 
spector ; that the rooms were in conse- 
quence cleared in the morning contrary 
to usage ; that they were sprinkled with 
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water contrary to usage also, and, that 
the irons were cooled ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No, 
Sir, I am not aware of that, but I will 
inquire, and if necessary there shall be 
another test. 





Questions. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I do not 
suggest that the atmosphere was not as 
the hon, Member has suggested, because I 
do not know. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that 
on Ist May, 1902,7 the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office stated in reply to a 
Question as to improving the accommoda- 
tion in the pressing rooms of the Royal 
Army Clothing Factory, that the number 
of persons employed on pressing irons 
was 1,348, he will take immediate steps 
to improve the ventilation since these 
persons are now in the rooms in con- 
siderable numbers from time to time, 
although they are not constantly em- 
ployed there. 


In putting this Question the hon, 
and gallant Member asked leave to 
explain that it was by inadvertence on 
a former occasion he omitted the date of 
the year when the Question was put and 
thus incurred the censure of Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: In 
May, 1902, it was stated that before the 
war 1,348 women used the pressing irons, 
which then numbered about 170. At the 
present time there are 1,344 women using 
180 pressing irons. The women only use 


the pressing irons occasionally, the time - 


spent in the pressing rooms varying from 
one to two hours per week. My right 
hon. friend stated on Monday { in reply to 
a Question that measures are being taken 
and will very shortly be completed to 
improve the atmospheric condition of 
certain of the rooms. 


The Mowatt Committee's Report. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
when the summary of the Mowatt Com- 
mittee’s Report, stating its proposals and 





+ See (4) Debates, cvii., 425. 
tSee (4) Debates, cxxxvi., 1237. 
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how far they had been adopted by 


| Ministers, as promised by him, will be in 
‘the hands of Members. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: In 
reply to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition, in debate on 
9th March,§ the Secretary of State for 
War stated that such a summary could 
be published in lieu of the whole 
Report, but as the right hon. Gentleman 
did not press for such summary no further 
steps were taken in the matter. If the 
hon. Member now desires to have it pub- 
lished the measures necessary shall be 
taken. 


Recruitment of Chinese Ooolies for the 

ransvaal. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the advertisement in Chinese of the terms 
of contract which appeared in the China 
Times of 29th March last, and which 


‘purported to contain and to explain the 


provisions of the Labour Ordinance under 
which the Chinese coolies were to be re- 
cruited; whether he is aware that in 
this advertisement no mention was made 
of the following points: that the 
labourer is to be compulsorily repatriated 
at the end of his term of service; that 
the work will be underground work; 
that the labourer is to be confined to a 
compound; and that he is prohibited 
from trading or from owning property ; 
and will he state whether all mention of 
the right of the labourer to be accom- 
panied by his wife and children was 
omitted ; and whether the rate of wages 
for day work was not stated to be 25s. 
per calendar month; and whether any 
Chinese coolies were recruited under the 
terms of this advertisement. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies on whose authority 
the advertisement in the Chinese Tims 
of 29th March last, relating to the terms 
of engagement of the Chinese coolies, was 
drawn up and inserted ; and whether he. 
will have the advertisement at once 
withdrawn, and advertisements issued 
which will give a full and truthful state- 
ment of the conditions of contract. 





§ See (4) Debates, cxxxi., 636. 
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Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- | 
shire, Stroud): At the same time may I 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to advertisements in the Chinese 
language, which have been recently 
circulated in the provinces of Shantung 
and Chihli, inviting coolies to go to South 
Africa, which do not inform them that 
they will have to work underground in 
the deep levels, do not inform them that 
they will have to live in a compound, 
which make no mention of the system of 
fines and penalties incurred by those 
leaving the compounds without leave, 
and which give the wages to be paid in 
pounds and not in dollars; and, if so, 
what steps the Government propose to 
take to prevent the circulation of such 
advertisements. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, Warwick 
and Leamington): My attention has not 
been called to this advertisement, and if 
any coolies were recruited under it, they 
must have had the conditions of the con- 
tract fully explained to them before they 
signed it. With reference to the hon. 
Member’s second Question on this subject, 
I am not aware by whose authority this 
advertisement was issued, but it was 
apparently drawn up before the condi- 
tions were finally settled, and if it has 
not been long since withdrawn I will 
certainly at once direct that this shall be 
done. 3 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make inquiry if the 
original advertisement did contain the 
conditions; and if any coolies were 
actually recruited under it, and will he 
state what action will be taken with 
regard to coolies obviously recruited 
under misstatements. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Beri-beri in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
is yet able to state the cause and extent 
of the outbreak of beri-beri among the 
Chinese coolies engaged for the Transvaal, 
and the methods adopted to prevent its 
spread. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: Lord Milner has 
telegraphed: ‘ Tweeddale arrived with 
forty cases of beri-beri. Three deaths took 
place at sea from this cause, and five at 
Durban. Remaining cases were sent 
back to China at once in Tweeddale. 
Since arrival of labourers on Rand twenty- 
five cases have cccurred, and one death 
from heart failure. All remaining cases 
isolated in lazaretto and likely to recover. 
Neither medical officers nor labourers 
themselves have smallest anxiety about 
this outbreak, and former express opinion 
that general health of this batch is 
surprisingly good. Full report on arrival, 
landing, and despatch of coolies will go to 
you by next mail and I will keep you fully 
informed as to their health.” 


Questions. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Will an 
inquiry be made into the cause of the 


outbreak 2? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member 
had better put that Question down. No 
doubt an inquiry has been made. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give us the 
date of the despatch of the telegram by 
Lord Milner, and the date of its receipt 
at the Colonial Office ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Ideal with that 
in answer to another Question. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can state the date upon which the first 
Chinese coolies arrived at Durban; the 
date upon which the first case of beri-beri 
broke out, and what steps, if any, were 
taken to combat the disease; also, the 
date upon which he telegraphed to Lord 
Milner for information upon these matters ; 
and what has been the result of his 
inquiry. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Tweeddale 
arrived at Durban on the 18th inst. I 
am not aware of the date on which the 
disease broke out, but only that three 
deaths took place at sea. I telegraphed 
to Lord Milner on the 23rd instant, but 
the telegram was written and settled on 
the 22nd, and I was informed that it was 
despatched on the morning of that day. 








15 Questions. 
It was, however, by an accident not des- 
patched till the 23rd. I again telegraphed 
to Lord Milner on the 25th and 27th. As 


to the other points referred to in the hon. | 


and gallant Member’s Question, I must 
refer him to the telegram which I have 
just read. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: What was the 
date of the dispatch by Lord Milner of 
his telegram ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I saw it for the 
first time this morning. I believe it arrived 
last night, but I 
certainty. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I will put another | 


Question. 


The Landing of Coolies at Durban. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 1f he 
is now in a position to make a statement 


on the circumstances attending the land- | 


ing at Durban, under armed surveillance, 
o: Chinese coolies indentured under the 
Transvaal Ordinance. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sir. As I 
have already intimated, Lord Milner has 
promised a report by mail. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman, as 
promised, has requested Lord Milner for 
a reply by cable to this Question ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I do not recollect 
having promised to ask for a cabled 
reply. Will the hon. Gentleman quote 
my words ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA: It was in reply 
to a Question by the hon. Member for 
Poplar. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order to 
discuss a Question and Answer given on 
@ previous day. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I desire to know 
whether Lord Milner was requested by 
cable to send the report as the Colonial 
Secretary promised on Thursday. 


Mz. LYTTELTON : I thought the hon. 
Member was asking whetherI applied 
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for a telegraphic reply. I did not ask by 
cable for a report by mail. 


Present number of Chinese Coolies in 
Sout ica. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies how 
many Chinese coolies—men, women, and 
children—have arrived in South Africa 
up to date. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Ihave not been as 
vet informed by Lord Milner of the 
numbers which have arrived. They are 
stated in the newspapers to be rather 
more than 1,000. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman secure from Lord Milner 
information as to the number respectively 


of men, women, and children ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs): By cable. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I have not received 


(Carnarvon 


| the numbers. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Does the 


1,000 already there include any women 


or children ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If these particulars 
are wanted they should have been asked 
for. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: They are 
asked for, Sir. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I have asked for 
the number of men, women, and children, 
and now I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
if he will get that information from Lord 


| Milner. 


Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Gentle- 
man will look at the way the Question is 
printed he will see that what he asked 
for was the total number of Chinese 
coolies, and then in brackets were the 
words ‘‘men, women, and children.”” He 
has not asked for them separately. 


Dr. MACNAMARA rose to put 4 
further Question, but was met with shouts 
of “ Order! ” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Gentle- 
man wishes to have separate figures they 
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should be asked for. It is quite 
obvious that a Minister cannot bring 
down al] these separate figures unless he 
is asked for them. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I have definitely 
asked for specific figures. 


*Mr. ‘SPEAKER: I did not so read 
it, and it seems that the Colonial Secretary 
did not so read it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Very well, Sir, 
1 will put it down in a more specific 
form. 


South African Constabulary. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
what was the original intention of His 
Majesty’s Government as to the strength 
of the South African Constabulary; and 
what is the present strength. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The intention was 
to have a police force of six thousand 
men. The present authorised strength 
is 5,000. The actual strength is for the 
moment rather less. Lord Milner is 
satisfied that a force of 5,000 is adequate 
for police purposes. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquor and Drugs 
in India. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
the number of shops open for the sale of 
intoxicating liquor and drugs in India 
rose from 97,910 in 1901-2 to 99,497 in 
1902-3; that the net revenue on liquor 
and drugs consumed in India for the 
year 1902-3 was £4,741,000, an increase 
of £502,000 on the figures for 1900-1; 
and that in the last financial statement 
of the Government of India a further 
increase of £498,800 is anticipated during 
the current year; and whether he is in a 
position to explain the reasons for this 
increase in the number of shops opened 
and the consequent increase in con- 
sumption. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The increase in the number of 
shops was considerable only in the two 
provinces of Bengal and the Central 
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Provinces. In Bengal it was chiefly due 
to the fact that many shops sanctioned 
but unlet in 1901-2 were let in 1902-3; 
and in the Central Provinces to the 
Government taking over the Excise 
arrangements in certain semi-feudatory 
| teas and to the consequent more strict 
enforcement of the law. As the increase 
of revenue in 1902-3 over 1901-2 in 
these two provinces was not marked, the 
additional shops could not have had much 
effect on consumption. 


Concessions to the East Africa Syndicate. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
East Africa Syndicate has exercised any 
of the rights or options secured to it on 
the concessions which appear as granted 
to it in the White Paper, 2nd April, of 
| 1903; whether this syndicate has been 
| granted subsequently any further con- 
| cessions in Uganda and East Africa either 
in regard to minerals or land; and, if so, 
what is their scope, and what considera- 
tion has been received for them; and 
whether any company or syndicate has 
been granted, since the above White 
Paper was laid upon the Table of the 
House, any land, or property, or mining 
| concessions; and, if so, what is their 
| nature, and what are the names of the 
| concessionaires. 
| Tar UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
| FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
| Kensington, S.): The only agreements 
actually concluded with the East Africa 
Syndicate are for leases of land, particu- 
lars of which will be found in the Papers 
shortly to be laid before Parliament. 
| These Returns will, it is hoped, also give 
all the desired information in regard to 
concessions generally both in East Africa 
and Uganda. 








Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will these agreements be subject to rati- 
fication by Parliament or are they final ? 





Eart PERCY; They do not require 
ratification by Parliament. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then they 
| are fina] 2 


| 
Eart PERCY: Yes. 


| 
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Finance Regulations—Issues from the 
Consolidated Fund. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the issues from the 


Consolidated Fund for Supply Services | 


are governed by the provisions of The 
Exchequer and Audit Departments Act, 
i866, or whether the provisions of any 
later Act apply; whether the money 


granted by a Consolidated Fund Act to. 


meet the expenditure authorised by 
Resolutions in Supply for Civil Services 
can, under any circumstances, be used 
for Army or Navy Services; whether the 
money granted by Consolidated Fund 
Act, No. 1, of this session for Naval 
Services is available to meet the ex- 


penditure authorised by Resolutions in 


Supply for Naval Services since the 
passing of that Act, and is the only 
money so available; and how much of 
the money so granted remains unissued 
up to the present time. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) : The issues for Supply 
Services are made in accordance with the 
provisions of the Exchequer and Audit 
Departments Act, 1866, and of Section 
2 (1) of the Public Accounts and Charges 
Act, 1891. The money granted by a 
Consolidated Fund Act is not allocated to 
any particular head of Supply Services, un- 
less the Act be alsoan Appropriation Act. 
The Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act of the 
present session authorised the issue of the 
sum of £39,571,200, to be applied “ to- 
wards making good the Supply granted 
to His Majesty for the service of the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1905.” 
The Act does not allocate the money 
between the various Supply Services, and 
it will not be so allocated until the Ap- 
propriation Act is passed. The unissued 
balance under the Consolidated Fund 
(No. 1) Act is £15,521,500, and that 
balance can be made available for any 
Votes which the House has granted, either 
before or since the passing of the Act, 
for Army, Navy, or Civil Services. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 


hon. Gentleman has quoted the Public | 


Accounts and Charges Act. Is he aware 


| 


that under that Act issues are restricted | 
to making good the Supply that was | 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 20 


granted at the time of the last issue? Is 
that consistent with his present Answer t 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think the hon. Gentlemen had better put. 
that Question down. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: May I 
give notice that I propose to call attention 
to this matter on Report of Supply, when 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
take the opportunity to explain more 
fully the exact consequences of the 
present position. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think I have given all the information 
that is in my power subject to the point 
raised by the hon. Member for Lynn 
Regis. 


The New Taxes. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the new taxes proposed in the 
Finance Bill now under the consideration 
of the House are already being enforced 
by the collecting Departments; whether 
this is in accordance with the usual prac- 
tice; and whether there is any legal 
authority for such a practice. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The: 
Answer to the first two paragraphs is in 
the affirmative. The authority for the 
practice is its long existence and its re- 
cognition ina succession of Budget Acts- 
It further obtained special recognition by 
39 and 40 Vict., Chap. 36, Section 18. 


Workmen’s Compensation for Accidents: 
Act Amendment Bill. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will state when he pro- 
poses to introduce the Bill to amend the 
Workmen’s Compensation for Accidents 
Act; and whether any endeavour will be 
made to pass the Bill this session. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 


FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Cocurang, Ayrshire, N.): As I have al-- 
ready intimated in reply to a previous. 
Question from the hon. Member,t I can 
make no definite statement as to the date 
of the introduction of the Bill until I have 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxiii., 531. 
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received and considered the Report of the 
Committee which has been inquiring into 
the subject. I understand that the Com- 
mittee have found the inquiry more 
laborious than was anticipated, but they 
have now been at work for some time on 
their Report, and I hope it may be in my 
hands within the next few weeks. 


Rattigan’s Estate, Edgeworthstown. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what steps 
the authorities intend taking in the exe- 
cution of decrees on the estate of Mr. 
Rattigan, of Camlirk House, Edgeworths- 
town; whether he is aware that the 
tenants have declared their intention to 
resist the execution by every means in 
their power ; and whether, in the interest 
of the peace of the district, he will refuse 
to lend the forces of the Crown to carry 
out these executions. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): This is 
a small property, the rental of which is 
considerably below the Poor Law valua- 
tion. There are twenty-one tenants, all of 
whom, except four, have paid their rents. 
Civil bill decrees have been obtained 
against the latter. If protection is re- 
quisitioned for their execution it will, of 
course, be afforded. 


Mrs. Ledwith’s Estate, County Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
prepared to advise the Estates Com- 
missioners to purchase for striping 
amongst tenants of Currool-Fox, Currool 
Kenny, and Currool Brennan the farm of 
Dernageas, in the barony of Rathclive, 
county Longford, on the estate of Mrs. 
Harriett Ledwith, whose agent is Mr. 
Webb, Corngard, Boyle, county Ros- 
common; whether he is aware that the 
landlady is willing and anxious to sell 
this farm for the benefit of the tenants; 
and whether, as Newtowncashel parish, 
in which this farm is situate, may be 
described as a congested district, he will 
advise the Estates Commissioners to ex- 
pend money on the reclamation, fencing, 
and division of this farm. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The Estates Com- 
missioners have not received any appli- 
cation from the owner of this estate. 
Should it be offered to the Commissioners 
they will consider the question of its. 
improvement and division. 


Irish Agricultural Organisation Society. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to ask 
the ChiefSecretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the annual amount paid 
to the Irish Agricultural Organisation 
Society by the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction ; and 
what was the amount of the last pay- 
ment, and to whom was it made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No fixed annual 
grant is paid. The Department occa- 
sionally utilises the services of some of 
the Society’s officers who have expert 
qualifications in such subjects as egg 
packing, poultry rearing, fruit growing, 
and bee keeping; and they also use the 
services of two of the Society’s organisers 
in connection with the organisation of 
Agricultural Banks. The total amount. 
paid by the Department to the Society 
in this connection in the year ended 31st 
March last, was £4,262 3s. 6d. The last 
payment, one of £100, was made on the 
18th instant. 


Mr. MURPHY: Having regard to the 
fact that this organisation is competing 
unfairly with similar organisations—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered, and the hon. Member is now 
seeking to raise an entirely fresh point. 


Party Demonstrations in Ulster. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan,. 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to. 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
with a view of preventing breaches of 
the peace at forthcoming demonstrations 
in some districts in Ulster, he will take 
steps to prevent the holding of such 
demonstrations. 


Mr.WYNDHAM: The steps hitherto 
adopted for the maintenance of ,the 
public peace on such occasions will con- 
tinue to be followed. 
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Irish'Department of culture—Officers’ 
Salaries and Travelling Expenses 

Mr. MURPHY: 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the amount estimated 
for 1904-5 for new officers appointed 
under the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, and the sum re- 
quired to cover travelling expenses for 


Questions. 
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I beg to ask the 


same; and what is the additional amount | 


that will be required for salaries and 
expenses of transferred officers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: For the salaries of | 


new officers appointed since the establish- 
ment of the Department a sum of 
£25,469 is provided. The provision for 


their travelling expenses and subsistence | 


allowances amounts to £5,050. In respect 
of officers transferred to the Department 
the provision for salaries amounts to 
£47,335, and for travelling and other 
allowances £2,950. 


Woodwork Instruction in Irish Schools. 
Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how long it will 
take to train the twenty young men 
recently selected by the Department of 
Agriculture (Ireland) for admission to the 
course of instruction in the manual train- 
ing (woodwork) so as to qualify them to 
give instruction in woodwork, as itinerant 
instructors under county schemes, in the 
technical schools which are now being 
organised throughout Ireland, or in day 
secondary schools, under the conditions 
of the Department’s regulations for such 
schools; how long will it take the in- 
structors so trained to impart adequate 
instruction to the boys and girls in the 
Irish schools; is the Department con- 
sidering how best to utilise the acquire- 
ments of the children so_ trained; 
whether, considering the lack of enter- 
prise in Ireland, steps will be taken for 
employing the trained children in various 
industries ; whether the Department has 
power to initiate such industries ; and, if 
not, whether he will consider the desir- 
ability of giving such power to the De- 
partment, or to some other body. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The course of train- 
ing for these teachers will last six months. 
The time limits of the course to be given 
to pupils by the instructors when trained 
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(must necessarily vary according to cir- 


cumstances. The object of the courses 
is educational, 7.e., to form habits which 
will be of value to the pupils whatever 
may be their subsequent career in life. 
As regards the latter part of the Ques- 
tion, the Department’s function with 
respect to industries other than those 
specified in Section 30 (1) of the Act of 
1899, is to provide assistance by means 
of technical instruction, and to afford 
information and expert advice. 


Kingston Estate. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire. 
land if he can state whether any applica- 
tion has yet been made to the Estates 
Commissioners to declare a section of the 
Kingston Estate to be a separate estate, 
the tenants on such portion having been 
induced to sign agreements for purchase ; 
whether he is aware that processes for 
payment of a year’s rent have been 
issued against other tenants who, finding 
themselves unable to accept the landlord’s 
terms, have refused to sign agreements ; 
and if the Estates Commissioners will in- 
vestigate the circumstances of the tenants 
on this estate, before creating any section 
of it a separate estate, or sanctioning 
advances for purchase of holdings on a 
portion of it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No application has 
been received by the Commissioners in 
reference to any portion of this estate. 
If made all the circumstances will be 
considered. 


Constables’ Lodging-out Allowances at 
illstreet. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he will state what are the results 
of his inquiries into the lodging-out 
allowances granted to seven members 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary stationed 
at Millstreet, notwithstanding that there 
should be a sufficiency of accommoda- 
tion for them in the barracks; and, see- 


_ ing that Millstreet and Ballyvourney were 


formerly included in the Macroom police 


district, will he consider the desirability 


of again attaching them to that station, 
and thus effect a substantial economy. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no accom- | 
modation for married men at the Mill- | 
street barracks. The district inspector | 
resides in one portion of the building. | 
The nine remaining apartments are) 
occupied by eight men. The question 
of abolishing the station as a district 
headquarters will be considered here- 
after; at present it is considered pre- 
mature to discontinue the station. 


Arbitrator’s Award for Land for Labour- 
ers Cottages in the Castleblayney Union. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention 
has been called to an award, dated the 
30th March last, made by Mr. Lawder, 
of Ballinamore, in his capacity as 
arbitrator, appointed by the Local 
Government Board, in the case of a 
proposed erection of cottages under the 
Labourers Acts in the Castleblayney 
union, in which award he allowed the 
owners the sum of £18 for ninety statute 
perches (an amount equal to thirty years 
purchase), at the same time reducing the 
occupier’s rent by the sum of 12s., in 
addition to allowing said occupier £8 10s. 
for his interest, and £1 5s. for severance ; 
and whether, seeing that Mr. Robert 
Haire, arbitrator on a former occasion, 
allowed the same owners only £11 5s. 
for a similar sized plot in the same field, 
he will take steps to secure that Mr. 
Lawder, being himself a landlord, shall 
not be employed as an arbitrator in such 
cases, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Lawder made 
his award on the basis of the facts de- 
posed to by the claimant, and not dis- 
puted by the representatives of the 
district council who were present, 
namely, that he, the claimant, had, in 
respect of the plot, received £9 com- 
pensation at the former arbitration, and 
an abatement of 12s. in his rent. Mr. | 
Lawder is confident his award is right. | 
He is a very extensive farmer, a small 
landowner, and a civil engineer of much 
experience and high qualifications, fully | 
competent to decide such matters. The | 
reply to the last query is in the negative. | 

| 

Mr. McKEAN : I must say the answer | 
is not satisfactory. [Cries of ‘‘ Order.’’] | 
Is the right hon. Gentleman not aware | 
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that the amount awarded was £18, not 
£9. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My information is 
that it was £9. 


Inspection of Weights and Measures — 
Ballymahan Grievance. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can explain the 
action of Sergeant M‘Gettrick, of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary force at Bally- 
mahan, in requiring traders in that town 
to send in their weights and measures to 
be tested on a market day, thus incon- 
veniencing these persons; and will a 
caution be sent to the sergeant to select 
a less inconvenient time on future occa- 
sions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sergeant ad- 
justed weights and measures on various 
dates between the llth and 23rd June. 
Two of these days were market days, on 
which nine traders sent in their weights. 
No complaints of inconvenience were 
made, and the nine traders in question 
might have sent in their weights on six 
other appointed days which were not 
market days. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If this is the 
practice of the sergeant, will the right 
hon. Gentleman direct him to choose 
other days ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it can 
hardly be described as his practice. 


Millstreet Police—Lodging Allowances, 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that there are seven married con- 
stables stationed in Millstreet in receipt of 
lodging allowances, and that one of these 
resides in the police barrack ; and, if so, 
will he state under what rule or order he 
receives a lodging allowance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Twoof the married 
constables at Millstreet in receipt of 
the lodging allowance live in barracks, 
although their families are accommodated 
outside. The allowance of 2s. a week is 
payable under the rules of the force for 
the families of married men not accom- 
modated in barracks. 
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Upkeep of Banks on Sir R. Blennerhas- 
sett’s Killorglin Estate. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Treland whether the Irish Land Com- 
mission is responsible for the up- 
keep of the banks on the estate of 
‘Sir R. Blennerhassett, Douglas, Killorglin, 
Kerry, purchased by the tenants in 1886 ; 
if not, who is responsible ; whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the estate have 
suffered loss and inconvenience during 
the past twelve months from the inflow 
of the tide; and whether steps will at 
once be taken to have the. tenants’ 
property protected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioners 
recently directed an inspector to visit 
the embankment in question. The 
inspector’s report was received yesterday, 
and will be considered by the Commis- 
sloners. 


Irish Assistant Teachers’ Pay. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL:: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, consider- 
ing the work done by assistant teachers 
in Irish national schools and the remunera- 
tion they get for their services, he will 
place on the Estimate a sum of £8,000, 
the amount calculated to give assistants 
of ten years service, and classed under 
old rules, second or higher second grade 
salary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can hold out no 
hope that this suggestion will be adopted. 
There is no analogy between the proposal 
and the reduction to fifty of the 
average required for an _ assistant 
teacher, the cost of which it is pro- 
posed to place on the Development 
Grant Estimate. Under the existing 
rules increases of income are awarded to 
teachers as the result of continued good 
service, and the adopting of the hon. 
Member’s proposal would be opposed to 
the principle underlying the new system 
of payments. 


Upkeep of Embankments on Estates 
adjoining the Sea. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when estates 
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adjoining the sea, the banks of which 
before sale were kept in order by the 
landlord, are sold to the tenants, what 
authority will be responsible for the 
proper upkeep of those banks during the 
next sixty-eight and a half years. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Incases not coming 
within Section 4 of the Land Act of 1903 
the tenant purchasers should keep up 
these embankments for their own protec- 
tion. There is no obligation on the land- 
lord or the State to do so. 


Belfast Smallpox Outbreak. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
jand whether he is aware that re- 
cently there has been a serious out- 
break of smallpox in the City of 
Belfast; whether he can furnish any 
particulars as to the cause and extent of 
the outbreak ; whether his attention has 
been called to the neglect of the Belfast 
City Council toensure an efficient exercise 
of its powers under the Public Health 
Acts, and the custom sanctioned by the 
council of permitting all kinds of refuse 
to be dumped on ground intended for 
building purposes; whether he is aware 
that a number of cottages abutting on 
the workhouse cemetery in Donegal Road, 
Belfast, where upwards of ten thousand 
have been interred, are overcrowded and 
without any system of drainage; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
bring pressure to bear upon the city 
council in order to secure an immediate 
remedy for this state of affairs. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The total number 
of cases admitted to the smallpox 
hospital is ninety-three. Two have died ; 
fifty-five have been discharged; and 
thirty-six remain under treatment. The 
disease is supposed to have been intro- 
duced from Scotland. The Belfast Cor- 
poration, in the opinion of the Local 
Government Board, efficiently discharges 
the duties devolving upon it as the 
sanitary authority. Every effort is 
being made to prevent the further spread 
of the disease. No complaints have been 


made to the Board in respect to the 
alleged dumping of refuse or the over- 
crowding of cottages. 
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Constable Anderson, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.)’: 

J beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 

state what communication had passed 

between Sir Antony MacDonnell and the 
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| June,? and to the opinion which I have 


Rev. Denis O’ Hara, with reference to the 


Anderson case prior to Sir Antony 
MacDonnell’s official approval of Ander- 
son’s dismissal on 23rd January, 1904; 
and through what channels. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Except on one | 


' within the limitations of separate replies 


occasion, no communications, verbal or 
written, with reference to the case of 
Constable Anderson passed, prior to his 
dismissal, between Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell and the Rev. Denis O’ Hara, who 
is, I should like to say, an esteemed 
colleague of my own on the Congested 
Districts Board, for whose services and 
character I have a warm regard. This 
was the occasion: At a meeting of the 
Congested Districts Board, Father O’ Hara 
informed Sir Antony MacDonnell that he 
had applied for the removal from Kilti- 
mach ofa constable, and asked him to look 
into the matter. Sir Antony MacDonnell 
replied that he would inquire from the 
Inspector-General on the subject. He 
did inquire from the Deputy Inspector- 
General—the Inspector-General being on 
leave at the time—what the matter was 
‘about. He was informed that a Court of 
Inquiry had been, or was being, appointed 
by the Inspector-Genera]l. Sir Antony 
MacDonnell heard nothing further in the 
case until the Inspector-General’s recom- 
mendation that Anderson should be 
dismissed came before him in the usual 
official course. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what additional evidence 
of Constable Anderson’s innocence, if any, 
was obtained between the date of the 
letter of 23rd January, approved of by 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, confirming his 
‘dismissal from the force, and the date of 
his reinstatement ; and, if no such addi- 
tional evidence was forthcoming, did Sir 
Antony MacDonnell concur in Anderson’s 
reinstatement without it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sir, I would refer 
my hon. friend to many previous replies 
given by me on the 13th, 15th, and 20th 


expressed, and now repeat, viz., that if 
further debate on this question is desired 
by my hon. friend, or any other hon. 
Member, it can be conducted more con- 
veniently on the Vote for my salary than 
by way of Question and Answer. I should 
be glad of an opportunity to defend the 
exercise of my discretion and the action 
of the Inspector-General, if these are 
attacked ; and to repudiate charges against 
Sir Antony MacDonnell and the Rev. 
Denis O’Hara if these are preferred. 
That opportunity is not to be found 


to a series of argumentative Questions ; 
and I must respectfully decline to continue 
this controversy except by way of debate 
in Committee of Supply under conditions 
which would admit of my dealing fully 
with the whole matter. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo I beg 


_ to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether the district 
inspector and sergeant at Rossport, 
county Mayo, were asked to report on 
Constable Anderson’s record while he was 
stationed there; and, if so, what was the 
nature of their reports. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given very 
fully all the grounds upon which the 
Inspector-General, Sir N. Chamberlain, 
recommended the dismissal of this 
constable, and all the grounds upon which 
I recommended his reinstatement. They 
were confined in each case to specific 
charges preferred in connection with 
Constable Anderson’s conduct when 
stationed at Kiltimagh. It would not, 
in my opinion, be proper for me to en- 


large that issue now by taking note of 


other matters or allegations unconnected 
with those charges. But, in any case, I 
must respectfully decline to discuss the 
existence or character of confidential in- 
structions and reports on matters of 
discipline in the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


| Lieutenant of Ireland whether, when con- 


stable Anderson was removed from Ross- 
port to Mullaghmore, the police at these 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxv., 1497, exxxvi., 147, 
486. 
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stations got instructions to note every 
time Constable Anderson was seen in the 
neighbourhood of Rossport. 


Questions. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: I must respectfully 
decline to discuss the existence or charac- 
ter of confidential instructions. 


Inquiry into the Incidence of Taxation. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will assent to the 
Motion for a Select Committee to inquire 
into the Incidence of Taxation standing 
on this day’s Paper. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): 1 doubt 
whether any useful purpose would be 
served by appointing a Select Committee 
with regard to this matter. It is an ex- 
tremely complex problem, and I do not 
think that a Select Committee would 
advance it further than the learned pro- 
fessors who have already dealt with it 
have been able todo. It is my personal 
belief that when a strictly scientific 
question of this kind has to” be investi- 
gated the appointment of a Select Com- 
mittee is an indifferent way of arriving 
at an agreement. 


Mr. CHANNING : DoI understand the 
right hon. Gentleman dissents from the 
proposal to have an inquiry, whether by 
Select Committee or in any other way ? 
Does he not accept the principle of in- 


quiry 3 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not a 


question of principle but of expediency. 
So far as I can see, very little would be 
gained by an inquiry. Nothing would 
be learned from it except what can now 
be learned by any patient student of 
economic theory. 


The Motion referred to is as follows :— 
Incidence of Taxation : 
Committee be appointed to consider the 


relative incidence of Imperial Taxation | 


on the various Classes and Incomes of 
the Population, and to report what 


readjustments are possible and advisable, | 


with a view to secure that the contribu- 
tions of all Classes and Incomes shall be 
more exactly proportioned to their tax- 
able capacity. 
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Blocking Motions. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he proposes to 
take steps to restore to the House that 
full freedom of discussing urgent matters 
of public importance of which it has 
now been largely deprived owing to the 
operation of Motions placed on the Paper 
with the design of preventing such dis- 
cussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
that in the matter of Motions for ad- 
journment I have seen any extraordinary 
restriction on the use of the privileges 
of the House during the last few weeks. 
With regard to the Question on the 
Paper, I have more than once answered 
Questions of precisely similar import, and 
I have nothing to add to what I have 
already said. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that there is a Motion 
down which prevents a discussion even 
of the question of blocking Motions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We might 
have blocking Motion on blocking Motion 
ad infinitum. I do not see how the 
House could with advantage discuss the 
question of blocking Motions except in 
reference to some proposed amendment 
of the Standing Orders, and I have 
already explained that I do not propose 
in the present session to bring before the 
House any Rule dealing with the general 
question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that there 
is nothing in the Standing Orders 
relating to this matter? It is a 
question of the general practice of the 
House. Is the right hon. Gentleman 
prepared to give time for the discussion 
of a Resolution which would correct the 
practice of the House in order to avoid 
these blocking methods ? 


Mr. A. J.BALFOUR: There may be 
nothing in the Standing Orders, but it 
would require a Standing Order to correct 
the common practice of the House, and 
I do not think it would be desirable to 
give a day for such a discussion in the 


' present state of public business. 
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Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | Mr. WHITLEY: Is the right hon. 
(Stirling Burghs): But the right hon. | Gentleman aware that the trade con- 
Gentleman has indicated his willingness | cerned is completely at a standstill 
to remove the effect of blocking Motions | meantime, and does he really propose 
from Motions for adjournment for the | to allow that state of things to go on for 
holidays and other occasions of that kind. | five weeks. 

Will he say whether he will be able to 
bring forward a scheme for that purpose| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope things 
during the present session ? are not so bad as the hon. Gentleman 
seems to suggest. If they are I hope he 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I could not | Will give us his sedulous and earnest 
find time for such a Motion unless it is | Support in hurrying matters forward. 


passed with the general assent of the | 
House and without discussion. | Mr. BUCHANAN : Is there any pre- 


|cedent for postponing the Committee 
stage of the Finance Bill to the end of 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : July 


Will the right hon. Gentleman put such 
a proposal on the Paper, so that the 
House, may judge whether it can agree) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
to it 2 | looked up the precedents. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I think | 

that is a very fair request. | DEAN FOREST BILL. 
| Reported, from the Select Committee, 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask | with Minutes of Evidence. 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether ; 
he will grant an opportunity to the| Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
Member for Coventry to bring forward | printed. [No. 233.] 
the Motion that stands in his name in| Bij], as amended, re-committed to a 
regard to labour in Africa. I beg to say | Committee of the Whole House for 
I put this Question direct to the right | Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 247.] 
hon. Gentleman at the special request of | 
the hon. Member for Coventry. tients 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR. My view is | SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTERS). 
that of all subjects which the House has| Mr Hatsey reported from the Com- 
shown its desire to discuss, this, perhaps, | mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
is the one which has been most fully | charged the following Members from the 
discussed # during the course of the | Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
present session, and when I remember of Justice, and Legal Procedure; Mr. 
that it can be again debated on the |Colston and Mr. Shackleton ; and had 
Colonial Vote, it seems to me that it will | appointed in substitution, Sir Mancherjee 
be impossible for the Government so far | Bhownaggree and Dr. Shipman. 
to violate ordinary practice as to give a | 
special opportunity for discussing a | 


private Member’s Resolution. upon it. sh 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


cs eyeees ao el a : | PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. W { (Halifax): Ibegtoask/ Ninth Report brought up, and read ; 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he can | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
now state when the consideration of | 
the Finance Bill will be resumed. | Leave given to the Committee to make 
| a Special Report. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We shall not; .  . 
finish the Committee stage of the Finance | Special Report brought up, and read. 
Bill until we come to the concluditg| Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
staze of the Lic2nsing Bill. ‘and to be printed. [No. 234.] 
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Licensing 
LICENSING BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the words ‘ill-con- 
ducted’ to insert the words ‘ or for not having 
provided suitable refreshment ’.”—M?r, Herbert 
Rolx rts.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he understood that the Solicitor- 
General desired to substitute the follow- 
ing words for those in the Amendment 
under the consideration of the Com- 
mittee— 

“ (2) “If the justices of a licensing district 
refuse to renew an on-licence on the ground 
that the holder of the licence has Nagano 
and unreasonably refused to supply suitable 
refreshment (other than intoxicating liquor) 
the justices shall be deemed to have. refused 
the licence on the ground that the premises 
have been ill-conducted.” 

He could only say that he hoped that the 
hon. Member for West Denbighshire would 
not withdraw his Amendment in favour 
of that of the Government; the substi- 
tution would be entirely unsatisfactory, 


and would give one test as to the bona fides | 


of the Governmentin proposing it. They 
said that they intended to give power to 
the justices to take away a licence. This 
was the important point. They said 
the licence could be taken away under 
certain conditions. What did the Home 
Secretary sav upon the subject the 
previous night? He said that to take 
away a licence under such circumstances 
would be to place upon the licensee 
n absolutely intolerable penalty; but, 
if the Amendment were to be taken as a 
really working Amendment, this was 
what he now intended to do. The fact 
of the matter was he knew perfectly well 
that the introduction of the word 
‘persistently’ made all the difference, 
because they would never be able 
io get evidence and prove it. By 
refusing the original Amendment they 
would be decidedly crippling the 
The magis- 


power of the magistrates. 
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in the event of reasonable refreshment 
not being supplied and he admitted that 
they had identically the same power 
under the Bill providing compensation 
were paid; but what would be the posi- 
tion if the compensation fund were 
exhausted, as it easily might be? There 
were many districts in the country in 
which there were a very large number of 
indeed and in which it was 
necessary to make a very large reduc- 
tion at the earliest date. Under the Bill 
it was possible that the annual levy 
would be capitalised and a good 
many of these houses done away 
with. What would be the position of 
the licences that remained after they had 
exhausted their compensation fund? 
They would be in the position of the 1869 
beerhouses. They could not be taken 
awayexcept under the conditions of Clause 
1 and under the condition which the 
Solicitor-General had put down in his 
Amendment. The Amendment was a 
most important one, because they had to 
consider whether they were going to give 
1869 terms to a large number of licences 
in the country. He sincerely trusted the 
hon. Member would persist in his Amend- 
ment; if he did, he for one should cer- 
tainly vote for it. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
Committee seemed to be agreed as to the 
desirability of carrying some Amendment 
on this point, and he would, therefore, con- 
fine his observations to the suggestion of 
the Solicitor-General. He hoped the hon. 
and learned Gentleman would improve 
his Amendment by withdrawing the word 
“persistently.” That was the word to 
which they took most exception. The 
Government had put two very strony 


expressions in their Amendment ‘ per- 
sistently ’’ and ‘‘ unreasonably.” Surelv 
the latter was quite enough. If the 


publican desired to prove that the re- 
freshment was demanded at an unusua! 
hour or that he had run out of the 
articles asked for, it could not be laid 
down that he had acted unreasonably. 
He was bound to say that in his opinion 
the Government had gone a good way to 
meet the Amendirent proposed from that 
side of the House, and he _ hoped 
that they would go a step further 
and drop the word “ persistently.” 
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Srr ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
was of opinion that the Solicitor-General’s 
Amendment would afford a basis on which 
this point could be discussed, but it did 
not remove the difficulty he had. Person- 
ally he thought the word “ persistently” 
was open to very serious objection. The 
Amendment before the Committee was 
only an illustration of a considerable 
number of other cases in which the effect 
of Clause 1 was not merely to safeguard 
licensees against having their property 


taken away, but to relax the disciplinary | 


jurisdiction which had hitherto been ex- 
ercised by the justices. If they took 
away the right to suppress licences with- 
out compensation, they must make it 
perfectly clear that the right to obtain 
compensation was limited to the cases in 
which it was wished that compensation 
should be given. If the Government in- 
sisted on the present wording of the 
clause, they must not merely say that 
the refusal to provide refreshment was 
misconduct, but they must say a great 
manv more things. They must use such 
words as would enable that kind of 
pressure which in the public interest had 
always been exercised to continue to be 
exercised in the future. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) declared 
that the aim of the, supporters of the 
Amendment was already secured under 
the Innkeepers’ Liability Act. He noticed 
that there were eighty-eight pages of the 
Amendments to the Bill, and he ventured 
to assert that anyone going through them 
could reduce the number of the Amend- 
ments which really required discussion 
to eight. He protested against the delay 
which was occasioned by the discussion 
of this Amendment and similar Amend- 
ments, the sole object of which was to 
wreck the Bill. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said the hon. Member who last 
spoke evidently was not aware of the 
circumstances which led to Progress being 
reported on the preceding night. It was 
the debate which had then been going on 
for some hours which made it absolutely 
necessary for the Solicitor- General to 
bring in his Amendment. He thought 
the word “persistently” in the Solicitor- 
(reneral’s Amendment was very objection- 


able as fettering the discretion of the | 
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magistrates, and that Clause 8, which 
dealt with definitions, was the wrong 
place to introduce it. If it was inserted 
in Clause 8, they would be practically 
giving a definition of the word ‘‘ill-con- 
ducted,” and limiting the discretion of the 
justices as to what was or was not mis- 
conduct. They must not be content 
with a partial definition; they must, if 
they mentioned one point, enumerate 
other actions which would amount to 
misconduct, otherwise there was a 
danger that the Courts of Law would 
consider themselves fettered in this 
matter. As the general feeling of the 
House of Commons was clearly in favour 
of this Amendment, he trusted that the 
Government would agree to deal with the 
point in the clause now under considera- 
tion. 


‘Tre PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or 1tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) appealed to 
the Committee to bring the discussion 
to an end. He thought everybody 
would admit that the pledge given by 
his right hon. and learned friend had 
been honestly met by the Amendment 
which he had put down to Clause 8. 
He did not believe that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite concurred with the criticisms of 
the hon. Member for Barnstaple when 
he attacked the bona fides of the Govern- 
ment; indeed, he did not think the hon. 
Member himself would seriously question 
the bona fides of his right hon. and learned 
friend. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
who had just sat down said that Clause 
8 was not the place for the Amendment, 
and suggested that when a_ case 
came before the licensing magistrates or 
before quarter sessions some lawyer would 
be found to get up and say that the 
Government had intended in Clause 8 
to give a complete and exhaustive de- 
finition of what constituted misconduct. 
Well, he put no limits to what might be 
urged by counsel in various cases; but 
no tribunal of any description, in reading 
Clause 8 as his right hon. and learned 
friend proposed to amend it, would for a 
moment suggest that the whole area 
of misconduct was exhausted by it, or 
was intended by the Government or the 


| House to be exhausted by it. 


Str ROBERT REID said there was a 
tule in law that general words were very 
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often limited by special words following 
after, and then the principle of ejusdem 
generis was applied. 


Licensing 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he was not 
qualified to contend with the hon. and 
learned Gentleman upon matters which 
were purely legal; he admitted the 
premises, but wholly denied the con- 
clusion. That any Court would suggest 
that this question of misconduct was 
fully explained, limited, and exhausted 
by aprovision about soda water and bread, 
was a proposition which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman would hardly enter- 
tain. He did not believe the danger was 
a genuine one. The Government were 
clearly of the opinion that the Amend- 
ment would be better on Clause 8, and 
he hoped, therefore, the Committee would 
proceed to the next Amendment. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) thought nobody would 
dispute that the Solicitor-General had 
acted with perfect bona fides in putting 
down his Amendmemt to meet the 
particular Amendment that was under 
discussion yesterday. But in the course 
of that discussion it was discovered that a 
very serious point underlay this Amend- 
ment, of which the Amendment was only 
an illustration. What had given real 
life to the debate, and caused the inter- 
vention of the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham and the hon. and 
learned Member for Stretford, was the 
fact that the clause was doing what it was 
understood the Bill was not intended to 
do. The first clause as it stood destroyed 
the elasticity of discretion which the 
magistrates had had hitherto. That 
elasticity could not be restored by giving 
a special bit of elasticity on a special sub- 
ject in another clause. Such a proposal 
seemed to him not only inadequate, but 
positively dangerous. The first question 
which would arise would be, what was 
meant by misconduct ? and he would ask 
the Committee to look at that from a 
common sense and not a lawyer’s point of 
view. What they wanted was some 
elasticity of interpretation; they wanted 
the magistrates, in the matter of miscon- 
duct, to retain the elastic discretion they 
now possessed. The real difficulty which 
confronted them could only be dealt with 
on the first clause. 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he could not in the least follow the 
arguments of the hon. Baronet. Could 
they possibly find wider words than “ill- 
conducted.” There was no kind of con- 
duct which they did not cover. The 
hon. Baronet talked of the want of elas- 
ticity, but he defied him to ransack Eng- 
lish and Scotch dictionaries and to find a 
larger and more elastic term than that. 
For his own part, he could not help 
thinking it was a great pity that the 
Government did not stand by these 
words, because he held that they left a 
most complete and most elastic discretion 
to the justices. The reasonable refusal 
of refreshment would not be ill-conduct, 
but unreasonable refusal was certainly 
covered by those words ; and ifa licensing 
justice chose to hold that the unreason- 
able refusal of refreshment was ill-con- 
duct, he would have a right to refuse 
to renew the licence. Again, he did not 
think that Clause 8 was the proper place 
at which to insert such an Amendment 
in the Bill. He had not had time to care- 
fully consider the Amendment of the 
Solicitor-General, but he must say he 
thought it was open to the serious objec- 
tion that it imposed far too heavy a 
penalty for what, after all, might be a 
very small offence. Still he feared that 
a lower penalty could not be imposed in 
that Bill. It was a misfortune that an 
inappropriate penalty should be intro- 
duced. He would suggest that if hon. 
Gentlemen opposite wanted to leave the 
licensing justices in full enjoyment of 
their full authority, the words “ ill-con- 
duct” would suffice to cover any case. 
If hon. Gentlemen would take his advice— 
and he did not suppose they would on 
either side—both the hon.Member for West 
Denbighshire and the Solicitor-General 
would withdraw their Amendments. 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
feared that the Committee were get- 
ting away from the main point. The one 
object they had in view in bringing 
forward that Amendment was to ensure 
that there were adequate opportunities 
of securing at wayside inns refreshments 
other than intoxicating drinks. Thev 
wanted to have it provided that inn- 
keepers should be bound by law, under 
a penalty, to provide coffee, tea, and 
other light refreshments. Why could 
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not the Government agree to that? It 
would be equally good for the motorist | 
as the cyclist. Why should not the! 
Prime Minister when out motoring be. 
enabled to get a cup of tea at a wayside | 
inn? What was necessary was greater 
freedom of choice in the matter of re-| 
freshments when travelling along the | 
King’s highway. He was prepared to 
admit that the Solicitor- General had 
more than fulfilled his pledge of the pre- | 
ceding night. He had not merely con- 
sidered the matter as he promised to do, 
but he had placed on the Paper an Amend- 
ment. Now, he asked, would the 
hon. and learned Gentleman and the 
Prime Minister agree to delete the word 
‘persistently’? The keeping of that 
word in would destroy the value of the 
Amendment. Supposing a man travel- 
ling with his wife, his mother, or his 
sweetheart, was refused a cup of tea, how 
would it satisfy his thirst to be told that | 
if the innkeeper refused it on two or three 
more occasions he would lose his licence. 
He would not be satisfied, but, on the 
other hand, he might suffer harm by 
being compelled to take drinks for which 
he had no liking. Why not agree to cut 
out the word “persistently”? The 
Solicitor-General, having got some dis- 
tance on the road to reason and justice 
in this matter, should complete his 
journey by removing the obstacle pre- 
sented by that word. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he did not quite agree 
with the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 
He thought it was desirable that the 
Solicitor-General should put on the Paper 
the words he would move to add to Clause 
8. He was not dissatisfied with the words 
save in regard to “ persistently.” There 
were some other matters which would 
have to be dealt with later on, but 
when he remembered what happened in | 
connection with promises made during the 
progress of the Education Bill, he was 
afraid that the “later on” might not, 
arrive. He thought the Solicitor-General | 
wanted to meet their views, and as he. 
could do it without in the slightest degree 
imperilling the Bill or the power of the 
magistrates, he would ask why the Scotch | 
precedent should not be followed, and the | 
words “without prejudice to other) 


powers ” be inserted. He thought words of 
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that kind ought to be introduced so as not 
to exclude the power of the magistrates 
in regard to other misconduct. He did 
not agree with his learned friend that it 
would exclude cases of drunkenness on 
the premises, but to prevent the possi- 
bility of any misinterpretation why not 
give the magistrates power to make by- 
laws on this subject. It seemed to him 
that the Scotch precedent was an excellent 
one. It gave the magistrates power to 
make by-laws in regard to the supply of 
provisions. They had a list of the public- 
houses in their district before them, and 


they would say that it was unfair to ask 


that certain public-houses should supply 
all kinds of refreshments, taking into con- 


| sideration the fact that there would be no 


demand for them. In other cases the 
licensees would be called upon to provide 
reasonable refreshment. That would have 
the advantage of keeping the control of 


_the magistrates over the public-houses. 


It was important not merely in regard to 
refreshments, for the publicans would 
know that if they did not conduct them- 


| selves in such a way as to commend them- 


selves to the approval of the Licensing 
Bench, the Bench would, in that way, be 
able to bring pressure on them. He had 
not seen magistrates go out of their way 
to exercise unfair pressure on the occupiers 
of public-houses. Quite the reverse. It 


| was really important if they were to have 


these houses properly conducted that the 
magistrates should have that power. The 
Scotch law gave the power to the magis- 


| trates to select public-houses and to give 


them a schedule of the kind of refresh- 
ments they ought to provide. That was 
what they wanted inserted in this Bill. 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 


‘said that all on that side of the 


House were not unanimous in agree- 
ing with the Amendment of which 
the Solicitor-General had given notice. 
There was a strong opinion that this 
question was altogether outside the 
scope of the Bill, the object of which 


| was to reduce the number of licensed 
| houses and to give compensation for that 
|reduction. If they put an obligation of 


this stringent character upon publicans, 
it would have the effect of making their 
lot harder than it was at the present time. 
The publican’s calling was a very difficult 
one, and he protested against the present 
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proposal having even the sentimental | 
sanction of the Government. | 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., | 
Spen Valley) said he agreed to some extent 
with the hon. Member who had just 
spoken that it was an extraordinary 
thing that they were discussing refresh- 
ments, such as tea and coffee, on the 
clause of the Bill dealing with compensa- 
tion. He thought that arose from the 
way in which the clause had been 
drafted. The clause did not state what 
were the cases in which compensation 
ought to be given; on the other hand it 
stated the cases in which the magistrates 
could refuse the renewal of licences. 
In that case, it was necessary to give 
all the cases in which a licence could be 
refused other than on the ground that the 
licence was not required. They under- 
stood that compensation was to be 
given on the ground that a licence was 
not required. They were satisfied that 
as the Bill now stood compensation would 
be given for the refusal of licences on other 
grounds than that, and if that were to 
be guarded against they must have all 
kinds of protection to preserve the 
power of the justices in other cases that 
would come within the limit of the words 
“‘ill-conducted.”” There was unsatisfac- 
tory management which could scarcely 
be called ill-conduct. The failure to 
supply refreshments was not a case of 
ill-econduct. There were other cases in 
which they ought to have the power 
to refuse to renew a licence and not to 
give any compensation. He thought 
the Government could do better by 
defining positively those cases in which 
compensation should be given and using 
some such words as “ compensation should 
be given when a licence was refused 
solely on the ground that it was not 
required in the neighbourhood.” The 
ingenuity of the Government would 
enable them to draft words that would 
fulfilthat object. Failing that, there was 
a number of Amendments on the Paper 
which they were bound to discuss, The 
proper way out of the difficulty, he 
ventured to submit, was to make it clear 
that compensation was to be confined 
to cases where the refusal to renew a 
licence was on the ground that the 
licences were in excess of the number 
required in the neighbourhood. 


Mr. Disraeli 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
would make an appeal to the Prime 
Minister on this matter. At Question 
time the right hon. Gentleman said that 
the progress of the Finance Bill might 
be promoted if the Committee would get 
on with this Bill. He would point out 
that if the right hon. Gentleman would 
accept the Amendment now before the 
Committee he would save the discussion 
of two pages of Amendments. He asked 
the Prime Minister simply to carry out the 
statement which was made on the First 
Reading of the Bill. It was stated then 
that the whole object of the Bill was to 
provide compensation when renewal of 
licences was refused solely on the ground 
that the public-houses in the neighbour- 
hood were in excess of the number re- 
quired. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would carry out that promise which was 
made by the Home Secretary he would 
greatly facilitate the work of the Com- 
mittee in dealing with the first clause. 
It could not be said that there was any 
danger of the magistrates refusing licences 
or inflicting too great penalties for small 
offences, such as refusing refreshments, 
because their action was always subject 
to appeal to quarter sessions. There 
had never been a single case where a 
licence had been removed for one refusal 
to supply reasonable refreshments. He 
thought that was a matter which the 
local magistrates should be left to deal 
with. One of the most serious points in 
the whole Bill was the method of pro- 
ceeding by exclusion instead of inclu- 
sion. It took away the power of the 
magistrates to bring pressure to bear 
in the case of ill-conduct on the part of 
the licensee. If the procedure suggested 
by the hon. Member for the Spen Valley 
Division and the hon. Member for Leeds 
were adopted they would get over the 
whole of the difficulty. 
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Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
E. Toxteth) said the Amendment only 
assumed importance because it raised 
the general question as to how far the 
words ubed in the first clause would limit 
the absolute discretion of the justices. 
He regretted the attempt made in the 
Amendment to further define what was 
already sufficiently defined in the first 
clause, and he equally regretted the 
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Amendment of which the Solicitor- 
General had given notice. He wished 


to give the Prime Minister’ a concrete 
instance of those minor matters which 
could not be called statutory offences, 
but had been made the subject of reform 
in Liverpool and other large centres. 
He would instance the case of what was 
called the “long pull” at Liverpool. 
There it was the practice at certain 
licensed houses to give a quantity of 
drink beyond that which was ordered. 


*'THe CHAIRMAN said he thought the 
hon. Member was discussing the subject 
of some future Amendment. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said that he 
was trying to give an illustration of the 
kind of pressure which magistrates had 
been able to bring on the trade and to 
which the trade had loyally responded. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said he thought 
that subject would be relevant to a 
subsequent Amendment dealing with 
“undesirable practices.” 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he would 
not give additional illustrations, but 
would content himself with emphasising 
the need for further consideration by 
the Government of the exact wording 
of the first clause. No doubt the absolute 
discretion of the magistrates must be 
modified if the principle of compensation 
were conceded ; but there was no need 
to go so far as to weaken their legitimate 
control over the trade. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said that it was of the 


highest degree of importance that the | 


obligation resting on innkeepers to 
provide a supply of food as well as 
liquor to travellers should not be 
weakened ; and it appeared to him that 
the Amendment put down by the Solicitor- 
General weakened the present authority 
of the licensing authorities in that respect. 
It was widely recognised that there 
was great laxity on the part of innkeepers 
in the fulfilment of this particular obliga- 
tion of supplying food as well as intoxicat- 
ing liquors. A few days ago he took 
a lovely country walk, and, having gone 
a reasonable distance, he thought he was 


sure to pass an hotel where he could get | 


a comfortable luncheon. He came to 
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one where there was a large notice-board 
outside, saying that luncheons were 
| provided on the shortest notice; teas 
always ready ; and pleasure parties 
catered for. He went in, and asked if 
he could get luncheon. The bar was 
full of people drinking, and the waiter 
said, “ We have nothing in.” He said, 
“Cannot you give me a bit of bread and 
cheese ?”’ ‘‘ No,” was the answer, “ we’ 
have nothing, but if you cross the river, 
and go a little bit further on, you will 
find a hotel, and perhaps you might get 
something to eat there.” He crossed 
the river; and reached that other hotel. 
In the politest manner possible he asked 
the lady in charge whether he could have 
some luncheon. She said, “‘ Unfortun- 
ately, we have not anything in.” He 
happened to see through an open door 
some people having a meal, and he said, 
“Cannot you give me a little of what 
these are having?” And the reply was, 
‘* We have only enough for ourselves.” 
Thereupon he said, “ You call this an 
hotel! Surely you can supply me with 
some sort of food, however light it may 
be!” Then the landlord came upon the 
scene, and said, “‘ We are not in the 
habit of being spoken to like that. Iam 
quite able to do without custom such as 
yours.” That was his morning’s ex- 
perience within a few miles of the great 
University centre of Oxford. If he were 
in the position of the right hon. Member 
for Oxford University he should feel it 
his duty to have a representation made 
in regard to such cases as that at the next 
brewsters sessions. What was wanted 
was that the public rights should be 
protected in connection with this Bill, 
and that travellers, in a reasonable way, 
should be able to get food as well as 
intoxicating liquors in every inn in the 
land. Everybody recognised that in- 
toxicating liquors taken without food 
had a much greater effect than they had 
if taken with food, and, therefore, in all 
seriousness, he contended that the whole 
influence of the House should be directed 
to see that to a greater extent than at 
present food should be taken with 
intoxicating liquors; but that did not 
weaken the strength of his contention, 
that what was needed in connection with 
any reform of the licensing laws was that 
the authority of the licensing justices in 
| tegard to this most important matter 
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should be strengthened by this Bill and | regard to procedure in such cases, which 
not weakened. Therefore he supported | by-laws should be confirmed by the 


the Amendment. 


CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) said that the powers of the 
licensing justices in various parts of the 
country were regulated by a number 
of practically unprinted by-laws on 


|Home Office or the quarter sessions. 
'That would be a great advantage as 
|a large number of the Amendments on 
| the Paper could be regulated by these 
| by-laws, which would show where the 
|power of the local magistrates should 
|stop and where the higher powers began. 


which they acted. The local magis-| 


trates had all a slightly different pro- 
cedure. He did not know 
under this Bill, power might be given to 
the local authorities to make by-laws in 


Question put. 


whether, | 


_ The Committee divided :—Ayes, 180; 
Noes, 265. Division List No. 181.) 
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Horner, Frederick Williwm! 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.( Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 
| Malcolm, Ian 


Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herpert 
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Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
.Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Dowd, John 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
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| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

| Robinson, Brooke 

| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

| Round, Rt. Hon. James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Siaclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas= 

Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 

Stanley, Hon. Artur (Ormslérk 


Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset | 


Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
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Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C.E. H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R.(Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.{ Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said he wished to move to add after “ ill- 
conducted,” ‘‘or are remote from or 
difficult of police supervision.” The 
question of police supervision came up 
before the Royal Commission; and a 
considerable amount of interesting evi- 
dence was given on it. He was quite 
content to found himself on the Reports 
of that Commission. The Majority Re- 
port, which was signed by eight members 
of the licensed trade, said that strict 
supervision of licensed houses should be 
maintained ; and the Minority Report 
stated that it was difficult to over-rate 
the importance of strict supervision. 
Evidence was given showing that in 
country districts there were houses which 
could not be approached by a policeman 
without his being seen for a distance of 
three miles. 
vision could be exercised in a case of that 
kind? The Chief Constable of Ply- 
mouth stated that there were public- 


houses in that town where the upper | 


rooms were let to several tenants. In 
one house there were twenty-one persons, 
He added that the police could have no 
effective supervision over them. A 
clergyman from Devonport also gave 


What effective police super- | 


; evidence. They were told that the 
clergy were not to have any say in this 
Bill; but the duties of a clergyman led 
him into the lowest districts in the great 
towns ; and the clergy had special oppor- 
tunities of knowing the state of affairs. 
That witness said that families lodged in 
the smaller public-houses; that they 
were mostly drunken families ; and that 
if they were not drunken when they came 
they very quickly became drunken. 
This class of house constituted one of the 
great evils with which magistrates had 
to deal in connection with the licensed 
trade, and in some parts of the country 
they had dealt with it very effectively. 
In Liverpool, for instance, the magis- 
trates called upon the licensed victuallers 
to close a large number of back and side 
entrances, which made the houses diffi- 
cult of police supervision. The licence- 
holders did not see their way to comply 
with the request, whereupon the magis- 
trates intimated that the record of every 
house would be carefully examined, and 
the result was that at the next licensing 
sessions undertakings were given that the 
back and side entrances complained of 
should be closed. As a consequence, 
| police supervision had become infinitely 
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more effective, and he believed this 
course of action was one of the causes 
of the astounding decrease in the con- 
victions for drunkenness in Liverpool, 
the number having dropped from 16,000 
to 4,000 per annum. That was not 
merely a decrease on paper. Committees 
appointed by municipalities all over the 
kingdom had borne testimony to its 
reality, and responsible persons well 
acquainted with Liverpool declared it 
to be an infinitely more sober city. 
This power of enforcing effective police 
supervision would practically cease to 
exist under the Bill as it stood. It 
had been urged that the loss of licence 
would be too heavy a penalty for dis- 
obedience to such an order, but there 
was no likelihood of the magistrates 
acting harshly in the matter, past experi- 
ence having shown that they never 
adopted strong measures unless an over- 
whelming case had been made out against 
a particular house. It would be ab- 
solutely impossible for a county licens- 
ing committee to inspect particular 
premises as the local justices had done 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
they could be effectively supervised, 
and he submitted that it was far better 
that the power should remain in the hands 
of the local justices as at present. Re- 
spectable publicans would not be injured 
in the least degree by this Amendment ; 
it would affect only those who were not 
willing to comply with the reasonable 
requests of the magistrates. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the words ‘ill- 
conducted ’ to insert the words ‘or are remote 
from or difficult of police supervision.’ ’—(Mr. 
oY Ne Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said he could not help thinking that 
the Government had made a slip in leaving 
out of the Bill the words of this Amend- 
ment. One of the first things that a 
Licensing Bench asked the police when a 
licence was applied for was whether the 
house was suitably situated and con- 
structed for effective police supervision. 
For thirty years he had had a good deal to 


do with the blocking up of backdoors and | 
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side entrances. There were only two 
grounds in the Bill on which licences might 
be refused, but he was informed there were 
no fewer than twenty-four different 
grounds on which licences had been en- 
dorsed. In all well-regulated districts 
the principle of the Amendment had been 
acted upon already, and it would be a 
very great deprivation of power if it were 
left out of the Bill. He was very strongly 
of opinion that the Amendment should be 
introduced in some form or other, and if 
the right hon. Gentleman was not pre- 
pared to accept it as it stood, he hoped he 
would be able to give a promise to deal 
with the matter with the other items 
which were now being taken out of the 
hands of the licensing magistrates. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
DovucGias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
the hon. Member for Flint Boroughs 
had given very good reasons, not for 
the acceptance of the Amendment, but 
for the abolition of some of the houses 
which were difficult of police supervi- 
sion. But though he agreed with much 
the hon. Member had said with reference 
to the evil complained of, he could 
not agree, on the ground either of 
equity or of efficiency, with the method 
by which he proposed to deal with it. 
He would have thought these houses 
were just those in respect of which com- 
pensation ought to be paid. They were 
presumably in the same place as when the 
licence was granted, and it was through 
no misconduct on the part of the licensee 
that their removal was now desired ; 
therefore, if the licence was to be taken 
away, he thought there was a clear title 
to compensation. As to efficiency, the 
licensing justices would have a much 
freer hand in dealing with these houses 
if they knew they could award compensa- 
tion. Judging from the speeches that 
had been made by experienced chairmen 
of quarter sessions, he was convinced 
that they would exercise their powers 
much more drastically if they felt that by 
so doing they would not be inflicting any 
individual hardship. He desired to see 
these houses reduced, and he was certain 
that object would be largely secured 
under the provisions of the Bill with re- 
gard to compensation. The hon. Member 
had also stated that the quarter sessions 
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would be unable to deal with these houses | 
so efficiently as the old brewster sessions. | 
But with regard to ill-conducted houses. 

the brewster sessions would have all the | 
power they had hitherto possessed. With 

regard to the action of quarter sessions, 

they would have to act upon the report 

of the local justices. At the present 

moment, in any of these cases in which | 
brewster sessions acted, an appeal lay to 

quarter sessions. He was very sorry he 

could not accept this Amendment. 


Mr. WHITTAKER said that the 
Home Secretary’s argument seemed to 
be based upon the idea that the only 
houses the licences of which would be 
refused would be those which were well 
managed and against which there was 
no complaint, and that the licence would 
be taken away solely because they were 
remote and diffictilt of police supervision. 
He could not imagine that any bench of 
magistrates would withhold the licences 
of houses on those grounds. II]-conducted 
houses remote from police supervision 
were a most unsatisfactory class of houses, 
and should not be entitled to compensa- 
tion on refusal of renewal of licences. 
The Bill, however, provided that com- 
pensation should be given in those cases. 
In the case of a house that had been 
mentioned the road could be seen for 
three miles, and the publican might be 
up toall sorts of tricks with impunity when 
he could have such long notice of the 
visits of the police. It was well known 
that this sort of thing was going on, but 
sufficient evidence could not be obtained 
owing to the difficulty of supervision. 
Now the justices could refuse the renewal 
of a licence on the ground that it was 
difficult of police supervision, but they 
would not refuse it if it was a house with 
a good reputation. Was it suggested 
that a magistrate would, in cold blood 
so to speak, refuse the licence of a well- 
managed house because it was some 
distance from police supervision? He 
was sure that magistrates would not 
refuse a licence to a house with a good 
character, no matter how remotely it was 
situated. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that there 
was one very important point raised by 
this Amendment, and it was the effect of 
non-compliance with the order of the jus- | 


Mr. Akers-Douglas. 
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Bill. 
tices in certain cases. This Amendment 
dealt with two classes of houses, one 
where the house was remote from police 
supervision, and the other where it was 
difficult of police supervision. Under 
the Act of 1902 a very salutary provision 
was inserted in Section 11 which gave 
the justices power to call for various al- 
terations and plans of what they thought 
ought to be done in reference to the 
structure of the house. Sub-section 4 
of that section provided that in the case 
of any application for the renewal of a 
licence the licensing justices might re- 
quire a plan of the premises to be pro- 
duced, and order such alterations to be 
made as they thought reasonably neces- 
sary for the proper conduct of the 
business in that part of the premises 
where intoxicating liquors were sold. 
No other order could be made in re- 
gard to those particular premises for five 
years, fines being provided for in case of 
non-compliance with the order. Licens- 
ing magistrates had adopted the practice 
of calling for the plans of the houses 
where they thought structural alterations 
were necessary. Supposing such an order 
were made and it was not complied with, 
would disobedience to any such order con- 
stitute ill-conduct of the house? Where 
there was misconduct in the management 
of licensed premises the justices in the 
Court below could refuse the licence, and 
no compensation would be payable. He 
desired to know the intention of the 
Government in regard to this point. 
Would licensed premises be regarded as 
ill-conducted if the licence-holder declined 
to obey the order of the justices for struc- 
tural alteration? He thought it was 
doubtful whether that would constitute 
misconduct. In such cases of wilful dis- 
obedience the licence-holder ought to be 
placedin this position, that when he asked 
for a renewal the magistrates should have 
the right of saying, “ No; you have dis- 
obeyed our order, and therefore we will 
refuse to renew your licence.” In a case 
of that kind the holder ought not to be 
entitled to compensation. If compensa- 
tion were to be given at all, it should be 
in a congested area, and where there was 
no particular reason why the licence of a 
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house should be taken away, except that 


the justices wished to reduce the number. 
If a house were so remote that it was not 
necessary at all, and served no vubl'c 
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purpose, the licence-holder was not en- 
titled to compensation ; and the justices 
in the Court below should be able to refuse 
renewal without reference to the quarter 
sessions. 


He hoped the Solicitor-General would | 


state whether, in his view, this case con- 
stituted a disqualification. 


Mr. DISRAELI reminded the hon. 
Member opposite that, in the case of 
the tin mine he had mentioned, if the 
owner had paid into an insurance fund 
he would undoubtedly have got com- 
pensation. He strongly supported the 
argument of his right hon. friend the 
Home Secretary. This Bill would deal 
with the cases of remote public-houses, 


and those hon. Members who had had a | 


great deal to do with county work knew 
that it was an exceedingly difficult thing 
for the county police force to supervise 
all these remote public-houses. These 
remote public-houses might be divided 
into two classes, badly-conducted and 
well-conducted. If a house was badly- 
conducted, it would go under by the 
action of the magistrates ; if it was well- 
conducted this Bill would remove the diffi- 
culty. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.} 
said he was sure that members of 
the Government would drop a tear 
to think that the “ Sharpe v. Wakefield ” 
decision would be the law no longer. 
If this Amendment were not accepted 
that decision would no longer stand. As 
the law now stood, the Court of quarter 
sessions, after hearing the evidence, could 
refuse to renew on the ground of the 
remoteness of the premises from police 
supervision ; that remoteness was under 
the existing law sufficient ground for non- 
tenewal of the licence. 
ment was not accepted they would depart 
from that decision. The objection to 


this Amendment put forward by the. 


Home Secretary was that the true ground 
for compensation under this Bill was 
where a licence was taken away owing 
to no fault of the holder. If that was 
so, why did he not say so in the Bill ? 
If the Committee understood that the 
intention of the Government was to com- 


pensate only the holders of licences who) 


were deprived of their licences through 


no fault of their own, that would be, on! 
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Everything turned upon that. | 


If this Amend- | 
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| the face of it, an equitable reason, assum- 
ing that the grounds adopted by the 
| Government were accepted. Ifthe Home 
Secretary would act upon the statements 
'made by himself, the Prime Minister, 
and the Solicitor-General, and formulate 
them in clear and intelligible words, 
he would get through with this measure 
| very much more quickly. It was because 
the Committee had to protect the public 
rights against the brewers’ claims that 
hon. Members were compelled to introduce 
Amendment after Amendment in order 
that the justices or other authorities 
should not be unduly limited in the 
exercise of their discretion. 


Tue SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University), 
said he was greatly afraid that if 
they adopted the suggestion of the 
hon. Member who had just sat down, 
they would bring upon themselves a 
great many more Amendments than 
they had at the present moment. 
He did not for a moment suppose 
that the trade would object to a 
sweeping clause of that kind — that 
compensation was to be paid in every 
case where a licence was withdrawn 
through no fault of the holder. That 
would be a very easy method of legisla- 
tion, but it would take up too much time 
to state the numerous objections which 
would be raised to any such sweeping 
words as those suggested. His right 
hon. and learned friend opposite had 
put to him a Question as to what would 
happen if the magistrates made a certain 
order for the improvement of premises 
and the order was disobeyed. He did 
not think that question really arose on 
the question of misconduct at all. What 
it did arise upon was the question of 
structural deficiency of the premises, 
These words had been left as wide as 
possible. The words were “ structurally 
deficient or unsuitable,” and what really 
would happen would be this. He would 
like the Committee to see how well the 
law gave power to the magistrates in 
these cases, and that none of the matters 
would happen which the mover of the 
Amendment seemed to anticipate from 
the passing of the Bill. What were the 
powers of the magistrates in relation 
to this matter—in th? first plac, as 
the hon. Member had pointed out, they 
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had power under the Act of 1892 to 
impose a penalty of twenty shillings a 
day for every day the alteration remained 
unexecuted after a specified time. He 
thought that very few of the men they 
were dealing with would last long if they 
went on incurring a penalty of twenty 
shillings a day. It would put an end 
to the question of compensation, and 
it would put an end to the public-house 
in a very summary way. Although this 
matter was dealt with in a subsequent 
part of the Bill, still it was germane to 
the question now before the Committee. 
If premises were structurally deficient 
or unsuitable after the magistrates had 
made an order for alterations, the magis- 
trates, when the man came before them, 
would be able to say, “ You have not 
obeyed our order. Your premises are 
structurally deficient, or structurally 
unsuitable. We have given you a 
chance, and we will now take away 
your licence on that ground.” If they 
took it away there was an appeal 
but no compensation would be paid in 
such cases. The mover of the Amend- 
ment said the local magistrates were 
much better judges of the question of 
the structural alterations that might 
be necessary than quarter sessions. 
But the position would be exactly the 
same after the Bill was passed as it was 
now. 

In regard to the other matter raised 


Licensing 


by the Amendment, were they going, | 
because premises were “remote from | 


” 


or difficult of police supervision,” to 
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deprive the licence-holder of compensa- 


tion? Supposing a man got a licence 
at a time, say, when there was a police 
barrack near it, and that it was thought 
more convenient to have the barrack 
elsewhere, or that it was decided that 
the police force should be less than it 
| was before, and if the licence-holder had 
done nothing to bring himself within the 
provisions of the Bill which would deprive 
/him of compensation, surely it was not 
| unfair to say that if he subscribed to the 
| insurance fund he ought to get compensa- 
tion. Might he say to the hon. Member 
| that this very Amendment seemed to him 
| to be an illustration of how necessary it 
| was to have some such scheme as this. 
|The hon. Member had described to the 
Committee numbers of these houses which 
he said it was practically impossible to 
| supervise from their situation or otherwise, 
| and, if that was so, how did it come that 
with absolute discretion vested in the 
/magistrates these houses had continued 
to exist? Simply and solely because 
the magistrates had not felt that they 
should take away these licences when 
there was no fault on the part of the 
licensees. If the house was very remote 
/and not a public convenience the com- 
pensation would be very small. He 
‘submitted, therefore, that this was not 
a reasonable Amendment, 





Question put. 


[he Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; 


| Noes, 258. (Division List, No. 182.) 


AYES 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ; Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caldwell, James | Edwards, Frank 
; Cameron, Robert 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
| Cawley, Frederick 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


; Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 
| Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 


Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | Channing, Francis Allston | Emmott, Alfred 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn_ | 
Burns, John | 
Burt, Thomas 


| Crombie, John 
| Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Alfred 


Doogan, P. C. 


Sir Edward Carson. 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Evans, Sir Fran. H. (Maidstone 
| Craig, Robert Hunter(Lanark) | Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Cremer, William Randal 


| Crooks, William 


Dalziel, James Henry 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| Duncan, J. Hastings 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 

| Flynn, James Christopher 


William 


(Carmarthen) 


| Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) | Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Delany, William 
| Dobbie, Joseph 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 

| Furness, Sir Christopher 

| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale 


Harcourt,RtHn.Sir W(Monm’t | 


Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea) | 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough Thom: as 

Lundon, W: 

Lyell, Charles Henry 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reyonell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
jailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin | 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh) 
Morgan, 

| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose | 
; Sloan, Thomas Henry 
' Soames, Arthur Welesley 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (‘Tipperary, Mid.) 

| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

| Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 

| Reddy, M. 

| Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

| Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 


NOES. 
| Bowles,\T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
| Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Butcher, John George 
| Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow | 
| Cam pbell,J H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cautley, Henry Strother 


| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. | 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore. 


J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Chapman, Edward 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds | Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Chrissch. | Coates, Edward Feetham 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) | | Coddington, Sir William 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Michael Hicks | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bow les, Lt. -Col.H.F. (hddiieness | 


| Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 

| Crean, Eugene 

| Cripps, Charles Alfred 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 

| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hor Henry 


Bill. 62 


; Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, HerbertL. (Ceveland 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


| Seely,Maj.J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
| Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) _ 


Sheehy, David 


Slack, John Bamford 


Soares, Ernest J 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 


Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


Wallace, Robert 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Luke, (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth} 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
| Wilson, Henry, J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR ©THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenpart, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


| Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
| Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Firbank Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose - 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans (T’rH’mlets 








63 Licensing 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Sir EW( B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris. Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, RtHnH(Somers'’t,E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(K’nt, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R. 


Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham | 


Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 





| 


{COMMONS} 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell,RtHn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHn. A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Doherty, William 

O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 


| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Remnant James Farquharson 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham | Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Long, Rt,Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| 
| 


| Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green | Tertgrs FoR 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Ritchie, Rt.Hon.Chas. Thomson 


Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 





Bill. 64 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool} 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox Thomas 

Spear, Jahn Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 

| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 

| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

| Stock, James Henry 

| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Stroyan, John 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 

| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 

| Tollemache, Henry James 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tuff, Charles. 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Vincent,Col SirC. E. H(Sheffield 

| Walker, Col. William Hal! 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH. 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Webb, Colonel William George 

| Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 

| Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 

| Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 

| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 

| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 

| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 

| Wyndham-Quin, Col, W. H. 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

| Young, Samuel 

| Younger, William 





THE NoErs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 





Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


: | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| Rolieston, Sir John F. L. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | licensing justices to the level of their 
shire, W.) said that the Amendment discretion in regard to the ante-1869 
standing in his name raised a point of! beer licences. The best way for him 
considerable importance. It was— _to explain the reasons for moving this 

“In page 1, line 7, leave out ‘or are, Amendment was to mention three or 
—— = a — or/four “undesirable practices” as to 
pe sc pn that ie shania | which there could be no doubt, and to 
are insanitary or.’” |ask the Solicitor-General whether the 

: 'phrase in the Bill “ill-conducted ” 

The effect of Clause 1 as it now stood | would cover these practices and give the 

was to reduce the discretion of the local | licensing justices the power to refuse a 
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distinguished from ill-conduct. Then 
there was the irregular opening of licensed 
premises. It might be easily argued 
that these points were not covered by 
the phrase “ill-conducted.” Next, 


there was offering attractions to induce , 


customers to patronise a public-house, 
such as giving the “long pull,” giving 
free drinks at Christmas, etc. These 
were the kind of “ undesirable practices ” 
which the licensing justices had, during 
the last few years, considered grounds 
on which they were permitted to refuse 
licences. 


undesirable practices, especially in regard 
to music and dancing, which necessarily 
led to undesirable consequences, and 


the “long pull,” which was still resorted to | 


to a very large extent all over the country. 


It was of the utmost consequence that 


every effort should be made to widen, 
as far as possible, the discretion of the 
licensing justices, and the object of his 
Amendment was to secure that. 


Amendment proposed— 


“« Tn page 1, line 7, to leave out the word ‘are,’ 
and insert the words ‘that undesirable practices 
or methods of trading have been carried on in or 
in connection therewith or that the premises 
are insanitary or.’””—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘are’ stand part of the clause.”’ 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said that in 
the absence of any satisfactory explana- 
tion from his right hon. friend theSolicitor- 
General, he should feel obliged to support 
the Amendment. The real position was 
that they were attempting to define the 
grounds on which magistrates could re- 
fuse licences without compensation. At 
present the magistrates had absolute dis- 
cretion, always provided it was judicially 
exercised. It was now proposed to limit 
the grounds on which they could refuse 
a licence without compensation. The 
first ground was that the licensed premises 


was ill-conducted ; but there were other | 


practices which, although not statutory 
offences, did not make for the good con- 
duct of a public-house. In Liverpool and 
other large centres the licensing magis- 
trates, with the assistance of the trade— 


VOL. CXXXVII. [FourtH SErigs.] 


{29 JuNE 1904} 


licence without compensation. First of | 
all, there was defective management as | 


The Royal Commission had 
brought before them a great deal of 
evidence as to the existence of these. 
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and the trade was perfectly willing to 
co-operate—had been able to bring about 
certain reforms. There wag the case of 
the “long pull.” He had no practical 
| experience of it himself; but he believed 
it meant giving extra measure in order to 
unduly stimulate the drinking propensity, 
especially in the case of women. The 
magistrates were able to put a stop to that 
practice. The sale of drink to children 
was now a statutory offence; but before 
it was, the magistrates in certain centres 
exercised pressure and put a stop to it, 
He wanted to know from the Solicitor- 
General whether the magistrates would, 
in future, be in a weaker or in a similar 
position as the result of this clause. The 
declared intention of the Government was 
to compensate those who lost their licences 
through no fault of their own; but they 
ought to know if, in carrying out that 
object, the disciplinary power of the 
magistrates over the trade would be 
weakened. He hoped that a satisfactory 
explanation would be given, as many 
Unionists, in the House and out of it, felt 
very strongly on the matter. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that the real ques- 
tion was that the power which the 
magistrates at present exercised for the 
better conduct of public-houses would be 
taken away from them. Let the Com- 

mittee consider such practices as giving 
sweets to children, or giving away free 
drinks. At present the magistrates could 
‘say that unless such practices were 
stopped they would consider very care- 
fully the renewal of the licence. That 
power was now to be taken away; and 
the licence-holder could snap his fingers 
at the magistrates. He was sorry that 
no explanation was given as to why the 
clause was not drafted the other way 
round. Many Unionist Members had 
informed him that, in their opinion, the 
first clause should provide that where 
a licence was not renewed on the ground 
that there were too many licences in the 
neighbourhood compensation should be 
given. He could not understand why 
the Government made no response to 
that suggestion. He had heard that the 
| Bill was originally drafted in that way, 
but that it was altered. It was due to 
'the Committee that a clear reason for 
the change should be given. The argu- 
‘ment of the Home Secretary when he 
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introduced the Bill was that it would be 
unfair to pick out a particular house and 
suppress it without compensation, al- 
though it might be no worse than the 
other houses in the locality. That, as 
far as it went, was a sound argument 
if they went in for compensation at all ; 
but the Government ought to consider 
whether the clause should not be restored 
to its original form. 


Licensing 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that they were told by the 
Government that there was no intention 
of interfering with the discretionary 
power of the magistrates. The only 
objection he saw to the Amendment was 
that it was unnecessary, as its purport 
was included in the phraseology of the 
Bill. But, on that point, the Committee 
ought to have the assurance of the Solici- 
tor-General. He himself thought that 
the word “ill-conduct”’ embraced all 
the practices which had been described. 
If the Solicitor-General would assure 
the Committee that that was so, then, 
he thought, the hon. Gentleman might 
withdraw his Amendment. He was 
speaking on the assumption that the 
Government did not mean by the 
phraseology of the Bill to limit, in any 
way, the discretionary power now pos- 
sessed by the magistrates. 


Str ROBERT REID said he agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Cambridge University. The 
matter was of extreme importance. 
The object of the Amendment was to 
enable the magistrates to exercise pres- 
sure. There were only two ways of 
putting on pressure. One was by the 
infliction of penalties, which they were 
precluded from proposing because it would 


be outside the scope of the Bill; and ' 


the other was the method which at pre- 


sent existed, namely, the right of the’ 


magistrates to refuse a licence. They 
had two categories, one the refusal of a 
licence with compensation, the other 
the refusal of a licence for an offence 
without compensation. The second 
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category disinclined justices to act, on, 


the ground that it would be harsh treat- 
ment to deprive a man of his licence 
without compensation. 
there was no remedy left in connection 


Accordingly, | 


with the practices which they wished 


Mr. Whitley. 
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to discontinue except the extreme re- 


Bill. 


medy of forfeiting the licence. That was 
the position. The Amendment did not 
propose anything unfair or arbitrary. 
The existing powers with regard to dis- 
continuance of licences were to be divided 
between quarter sessions and the licensing 
justices. But if there was no intention 
of interfering with the disciplinary juris- 
diction of the local magistrates, why 
should not this matter be left with the 
licensing justices with an appeal to 
quarter sessions? The powers of pressure 
with respect not of statutory offences, 
but of such matters as child service, 
would be entirely taken away from the 
magistrates by the peculiar construction 
of the Bill. With regard to the particular 
Amendment before the Committee, “ un- 
desirable practices ” might cover matters 
which would not strictly come within the 
term “‘ill-conducted.” As to “ undesir- 
able methods of trading,” if some such 
words were not inserted the magistrates 
would certainly lose their power of in- 
sisting upon proper conditions with 
regard to the tenure of the house, the 
tying of a house, or matters of that kind. 
Whatever else was done, the Committee 
ought to reserve to the magistrates the 
power of pressure which they at present 
possessed. subject to appeal to quarter 
sessions. 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON submitted 
that the way in which the Bill had been 
drafted would effectively prevent magis- 
trates unjustifiably placing public-houses 
in the class to which compensation would 
be paid. The Bill stated in black and 
white certain grounds in regard to which 
if a licence was refused no compensation 
would be forthcoming, therefore the 
magistrates would have to place those 
cases in the class to which compensation 
would not be paid. 


Str ROBERT REID: The Bill does 
not say thet the magistrates “ must ” ; 
they can do as they like, and that makes 
all the difference. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: Not at all. 


Srr ROBERT REID: Surely the 
Solicitor-General does not maintain that 
wherever there is ill-conduct, structural 
deficiency, or question concerning the 
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character or fitness of the proposed 
licence-holder, the magistrates are bound 
to take away the licence ? 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON said that 
what he meant was that if the magis- 
trates came to the conclusion that a 
licence ought to be taken away on any 
of the three specified grounds, the Bill 
was so framed as to amount to a direc- 
tion to the magistrates to give no com- 
pensation. It left no loophole for magis- 
trates to take the course feared by the 
hon. and learned Member. He agreed 
that the disciplinary powers of the magis- 
trates ought not to be taken away, and 
he denied that they were being taken 
away by the Bill. There could hardly 
be a wider term than “ ill-conduct,” and 
it was for the magistrates to decide what 
came within the term. Whether “lax 
management ”’ was of a sufficiently serious 
kind to be called “ill-conducted ” and the 
other matters referred to by the hon. and 
learned Member, would all be left to the 
magistrates to determine. At present 
if a complaint of lax management was 
made, the magistrates would probably 
warn the licence-holder that unless 
matters improved they would take serious 
notice of the complaint at the next 
licensing sessions, and there was nothing 
whatever in the Bill to prevent a similar 
course being followed in the future. 
Whether the offering of attraction—the 
provision of music, and so forth—came 
within the term “ill-conduct”’ would 
all be for the magistrates to determine. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR: Are we to 
understand that there would be no appeal 
from the — construction of 

“ ill-conduct ” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : There would 
be an appeal to quarter sessions. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR: And beyond 
that ? 


Str EDWARD CARSON : 


not. 


Certainly 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: 
special case, I suppose ? 


Srr EDWARD CARSON : 
be that, no doubt. 


Except by 


There might 
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Str ROBERT REID: They would not 


be bound to give their reasons. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : Nor would 
they for misconduct. They would say 
“We refuse the licence on the ground 
that the premises have been ill-conducted, 
and they would not be bound to give 
any reasons. As a matter of fact, the 
disciplinary power of pressure would 
be much greater than at present because 
if a licence-holder failed to come up to 
the view of the magistrates he would run 
the risk of losing the whole of the com- 
pensation to which he had contributed. 
Therefore, the power, instead of being 
weakened, would be greatly strengthened. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8S.) 
said he wished to know if the words in 
the clause “ ill-conducted ” meant that 
the premises had been ill-conducted in the 
opinion of the magistrates. This ought 
to be made clear by a definition clause. 
As the section was drawn, “ ill-conducted ”’ 
was purely in relation to the premises, 
and had no bearing whatever in regard 
to the trade. The Solicitor-General 
knew very well the class of offence he 
had in his mind—where the licensed 
premises had been used as a resort 
for betting men or harbouring persons 
of ill-fame, and instead of being used 
for refreshment by the public had, by 
the permission of the owner, been “ ill- 
conducted”’ in ways which conflicted 
with good order and due observance 
of the law. He was sure that the Solici- 
tor-General would not say it was an 
extravagant suggestion. Obviously cer- 
tain methods of trading, which all regarded 
as objectionable, would have nothing 
to do with “‘ ill-conduct,”’ as, for instance, 
the “long pull,” which was an objec- 
tionable method of trading. It might 
also include the employment of certain 
persons in the service of a licensed 
person, not only children, but also the 
employment of barmaids. In Glasgow 
they regarded the employment of bar- 
maids as highly objectionable. Proper 
regulation of the staff, the prohibition of 
objectionable methods of trading by offer- 
ing inducements to drinking, and unfair 
competition—none of these fell within 
the meaning of the expression “ ill-con- 
ducted,” confined as it was to the pre- 
mises. Therefore, he wisked to challenge 
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the earnestness of the Solicitor-General 
by asking him to see that this very 
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‘and he hoped ultimately it would be 
| followed in other parts of the country. 


serious doubt was removed by placing in | 


a definition clause the exposition of this | 


section which he had just given. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would boil down 
into a phrase the speech he had just de- 
livered the point of the A.end nent 
would be met. 


Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) 
said he felt quite sure that the Committee 
would accept the interpretation given 
by the Solicitor-General upon this point, 
and he hoped it would be carried out. 
The hon. Member for Liverpool had 
alluded to what had been done in that 
city in carrying out the regulations made 
by the magistrates, which had greatly 
improved the conduct of the trade there 
and had reduced drunkenness by one- 
third. At Liverpool the disciplinary 
powers of the magistrates over the ordi- 
nary public-houses were complete, and 
they had brought about a great improve- 
ment. But in regard to the ante-1869 
beerhouses, the Liverpool magistrates 
complained that they could do nothing, 
because they had not the same wide dis- 
cretion over these particular houses as 
they had over the conduct of other houses. 
He hoped that the Government would 
place words in Clause 1 which would 
give justices a discretionary power of de- 
termining what was “ill conduct,” as 
mentioned in the clause. The proposal to 
do away with barmaids had been men- 
tioned by the hon. Member for South 
Leeds. It was treated sometimes with 
a certain kind of scorn in quarters 
with no experience of the system of 
employing barmaids. The system had 
been done away with in many countries, 
and he ventured to think that if the 


time came in England when this occupa- | 


tion was done away with, as it had 
been in Glasgow, people would look 
back with wonder upon the time when 
such occupation was carried on by young 
women. Barmaids were in many in- 
stances kept at work from ninety to 
ninety-five hours per week, and a more 
dangerous and more injurious occupation 
it would be very difficult to imagine. It 


was a very great thing that the magis. | 


trates, in the exercise of their discretion 

in Glasgow, had been able to make a 

valuable experiment in this direction, 
Mr. Lawson Walton. 


*Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
| cromby) said that the disciplinary powers 
'of the magistrates should be preserved 
was quite plain. He thought the clause 
|as it stood seemed at first sight to be 
/open to the criticisms passed upon it 
by the hon. and learned Member opposite. 
| By the insertion of the word “ conduct ” 
later on, he thought the discretionary 
| power of the magistrates would remain 
intact. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said the Solicitor- 

General had endeavoured to soothe, and to 
some extent had soothed, the apprehension 
entertained with regard to the effect of 
this clause by giving a very wide inter- 
| pretation to the words “ ill-conducted.” 
| He wished to ask the Home Secretary 
if he would do something to make it quite 
clear what the Committee intended by 
inserting, somewhere, the words “in the 
opinion of the justices.” If those words 
were inserted, they would at any rate 
strengthen the interpretation suggested 
bv the Solicitor-General. 


Masor »AMESON trusted that the 
Home Secretary would in no way alter 
this clause. The Committee ought not 
to forget that all these legal subtleties 
were not of the slightest use to the 
‘common or garden magistrate, and he 
| was one of them. There was not a single 
crime in the calendar which this clause 
‘did not cover. If they kept adding 
these legal subtleties, it would take three 
‘sessions to get the Bill through. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
insist upon the clause standing intact. 


| Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH , (Anglesey) 
_said the difficulty felt on both sides of the 
| House was one apparently which the 
' Government was anxious to meet, and 
he thought words could be inserted which 
_would meet their views. The difficulty 
| arose from the fear that “ ill-conducted ” 
| was too strongaterm. He suggested that 
|if the Home Secretary would introduce 
some word or words which would make 
| the expression “ ill-conducted ” less rigid, 
| each as “lax management” or “badly 
conducted,” it would meet the wishes of 
Members on that side of the Committee. 
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Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, | importance was shown by the fact that 
Honiton) said he had listened with very | they had given what they considered a 
great satisfaction to the statement of | fullcatalogue. The question was whether 
th> Solicitor-General; and, as both sides | that catalogue was wide enough to include 
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were in practical agreement on this|all the cases which might arise. The 


matter, he thought they might ask the | Solicitor-General had 


expressed the 


Home Secretary to undertake that words | Opinion that the words ‘“ill-conducted ” 


should be inserted which would carry out 
the assurance of the Solicitor-General. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he trusted 
the Home Secretary would respond to 


the appeal which had come not only | 


from the Opposition side of the House 
but also from his own side, to do some- 
thing to meet the case which had been 
placed before the Committee. He was 


afraid the words suggested by the right | 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Berwick, 
“in the opinion of the magistrates,” did 
not make any substantial alteration in 
the meaning of the clause. The words 
“ jll-conducted ’? were too strong to 
cover the various difficulties suggested 


by his hon. friend. Take such a case as | 
had recently arisen in Liverpool of | 


sailors’ advance notes. That was a case 
in which it would not be ‘“ill-conduct”’ 


or an Offence against the law, but at the | 


same time it was a practice that ought 
to be put an end to, and the magistrates 


ought to have the requisite power to do | 
was another case. | 


bel 


so. “Free drinks 
The hon. member for Halifax had 
mentioned a case of serious assault out- 
side a public-house which very nearly 
led to murder, That case was the result 


of a big féte which a publican had given, | 


when there were free drinks to every- 
body. That, again, was a practice the 
magistrates should have power to put an 
end to. Surely the Home Secretary 
could give an undertaking to introduce 


words covering cases of this character, so | 
that the magistrates would know the | 


class of case they had to deal with without 
compensation. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
he wished, speaking as a magistrate, to 
say how much he appreciated the friendly 


language used with reference to the pre- | 
servation of the disciplinary powers of | 


the magistrates. He felt certain that it 


was a matter of the highest importance, | 


and on the question of substance there 
was no difference between the two sides 
of the House. That the Government 
regarded this matter as one of the highest 


| would cover those cases contemplated by 
| the present Amendment and a great many 
other things of the same sort. If the 
right hon. Gentleman were on the Bench 
he would give effect to that opinion, but 
_ his opinion now given would not be even 
| quotable when a case came before the 
| Court. It could in no way bind anybody, 
| and therefore one must rely on one’s own 
| judgment as to the way this would be 
|construed by the Judges before whom 
| cases might come. He suggested for the 
| consideration of the Solicitor-General the 
| words “or any reasonable requirement of 
| the magistrates is not complied with” as 
making it quite clear that the disciplinary 
powers of the magistrates were preserved. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
| N.W.) said he was disposed to agree with 
| the Solicitor-General that the words were 
_at present sufficiently large to meet all the 
| cases, but at the same time he was dis- 
posed, for the sake of greater security, to 
press upon him that it would be desirable 
to accept the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick ard 
,add the words “in the opinion of the 
magistrates,” which, he thought, would 
meet the whole case. As the clause at 
present stood, what would come before 
| the Court would be misconduct, and what 
| would come before the High Court of 
| Justice was what was misconduct, 
‘and the interpretation there might 
differ widely from that of the 
magistrates. If, however, they put in 
the words ‘‘in the opinion of the magis- 
trates,” the High Court would be bound 
| tosay : “* This is misconduct in the opinion 
of the magistrates’’; and they would not 
be able to go behind that. He con- 
sidered there could be no possible objec- 
| tion to the acceptance of these words. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
| N.E.) said it was proposed to introduce 
into the Bill a definition of the ordinary 
| powers of the magistrates. The object 
| of the Bill was to enable the number of 
| public-houses to be reduced in the public 
interest, and to give comp2nsation when 
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that was done for reasons other than the 
misconduct of the licensee. He was 
anxious that the discretion of the magis- 
trates in regard to discipline and the 
conditions of licences should not be im- 
paired, but he considered it undesirable 
that Parliament should introduce cata- 
logues which could not be complete, and 
which might open the door to many 
dangers. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken that it was dangerous to make 
definitions, conditions, and qualifications 
in the way proposed, but thought that 
was acriticism which he ought to apply 
to the authors of the Bill. The whole 
scheme of this first clause was to take 
the present unfettered discretion of the 
justices and reduce it to a mere shadow 
of its former self. He understood the 
object of the mover of the Amendment 
to be to reinstate, as far as was possible 
consistently with the object of the Bill, 
the justices in their discretion. He was 
inclined to share the opinion that under 
the term “ill-conducted” the practices 
referred to in the course of the debate 
might very likely be held not to be in- 
cluded. It was not safe, if the House really 
wanted matters of this kind to be taken 
into account by the justices, to let the 
Bill pass with this vague phrase. Mat- 
ters of this kind ought to be dealt with 
in a rational and sensible way, and a 
course which would save a great deal of 
time would be if the Government con- 
sented to introduce words which would 
elucidate the interpretation of “ ill-con- 
ducted.” He would suggest that the 
clause should run ‘“ill-conducted, or that 
the licensee has failed to comply with 
any reasonable requirement made by the 
justices.” He thought that that would 
cover all cases of misconduct, and would 
enable the licensing justices to retain a 
large share of the beneficent power which 
they now possessed of controlling licences. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said hon. Members on both sides of the 
House had listened with interest and sym- 
pathy to the explanation of the Solicitor- 
General; but the request now was that 
he should make clear what was not so 
clear. This was all they asked. It was 
evident to him, but there were lezal 


Sir J. Fergusson 
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luminaries’ in the House to whom it was 
certainly not clear and to whom it ap- 
peared susceptible of a construction 
other than that which the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman placed upon it. 
They asked him very respectfully and 
earnestly to introduce into the Bill 
phrases and alterations which would 
satisfy those who were pleased with his 
interpretation of the word ‘‘ill-con- 
ducted”? but were not satisfied with the 
form in which it was expressed. 


Mr. WHITTAKER said he did not like 
the phrase ‘‘ill-conducted.” It seemed 
to him that better words would be “ that 
the licensed premises and the trade 
thereof have been unsatisfactorily con- 
ducted.” 


Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said that 
there seemed to be a general feeling on 
both sides of the House that something 
should be done in the direction of the 
Amendment. The hon. and_ gallant 
Member for West Clare said that the 
Amendment should not be accepted 
because the magistrates would not be 
bothered with legal subtleties. Why, 
that was the very reason why the Com- 
mittee should accept the words suggested 
in the Amendment. It was very 
necessary that such practices as were 
referred to in the Amendment should be 
stopped. In the Act of 1872, six or seven 
reasons were given for closing a public- 
house on account of malpractices, and 
since that time there had been an 
immensely increased competition in the 
business of licensed houses, and that com- 
petition led licensed holders to do things 
which ought not to be done in the way of 
enticing trade. It was to contend with 
that new state of things that the Amend- 
ment had been proposed. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS urged that the 
best course would be for the Government 
to state in what cases compensation 
should be given. It was the duty of all 
hon. Members to offer assistance in carry- 
ing out the views expressed on both sides 
of the House, and he suggested the ad- 
dition after ‘ iJl-conducted ” of the 
words “ or that any other requirement or 
condition which the justices may in their 
discretion make or impose has not been 
complied with or observed.” He thought 
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these words would carry out the wishes 
expressed on both sides of the House. ... 


CotoneL PILKINGTON said _ he 
thought that the Bill would go through 
much more quickly if words were in- 
s-rted preserving the power of the local 
justices, except in cases where a public- 
house was abolished because it was not 
required. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said the House was in an 
extraordinary position. The Solicitor- 
General said the word ‘‘ill-con- 
ducted” was subject to one inter- 
pretation, whilst legal Gentlemen of the 
greatest ability on his own and the other 
side of the House thought it was 
capable of a different interpretation. 
Why did the Government treat the 
House with silence when there was abso- 
lute agreement on this point on both 
sides of the House? He did not know 
whether the Solicitor-General or the 
Home Secretary was in charge of the 
Bill because they went in and out of the 
House continually and did not hear the 
arguments. The Solicitor-General had 
been out of the House twice. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that he 
had only been out of the House once, 
and that it was absolutely impossible for 
one who had other duties to discharge to 
remain the whole time in the House. 


Mr. MARKHAM, who rose again 
amid loud cries of “withdraw,” said 
he would certainly withdraw if the 
Solicitor-General said he had only been 
out once. Proceeding, he said that the 
discussion hai been confined very largely 
to legal Gentlemen. Some took one view 
and others another view as to the in- 
terpretation of the word “ ill-conducted,’’ 
and he thought a very simple arrange- 
ment, seeing that hon. Members on both 
sides of the House were in agreement, 
would be for the Government to accept 
some words to save all this discussion’ 
The suggestion of the hon. Member for 
Berwick to insert the words “in the 
opinion of the magistrates” met entirely 
the view of hon, Members on that side of 
the House. If it were made clear that 
it was to be “ill-conducted” in the 
opinionSof the magistrates, what clearer 
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definition could they have. As legalgentle- 
men differed, some of whom might bé 
Judges in time to come, why in the nam® 
of creation did the Government, if if 
wanted to facilitate the passing of th® 
Bill, maintain an absolute silence in 
regard to the suggestions made. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said in order to meet the point 
he thought they were entitled to have the 
opinion of the Government upon it. 





They had had a most business-like dis- 
cussion and there was almost a common 
agreement that some words should beintro- 
duced such as those suggested by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Devonshire, 
which would be agreeable in all quarters. 
They were drifting into the position in 
which the House found itself on the 
previous night and no time was being 
gained. He hoped the Solicitor-General 
would be able to give to the House some 
actual words which would carry out the 
evident sense of the House on the matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had really 
nothing to add to the statement of the 
Solicitor-General. Surely the case was 
quite plain. The Government were of 
opinion that a mans’ licence might be 
taken away without compensation for 
misconduct; they were not of opinion 
that it ought to be taken away without 
compensation for something which was 
not misconduct. The word “ misconduct” 
|was a wide word. [Several MEMBERS: 
| It is not the word used.] “ Ill-conduct” 
| was a wide word. It would have to be 
interpreted by the magistrates, with, of 
course, an appeal to quarter sessions ; 
and he did not think the wording of the 
| Bill in this particular could be improved. 
| What some Members were tacitly driving 
| at was that a man should be liable to be 
|deprived of his licence for something 
which was not ill-conduct. [Opposition 
cries of ‘‘No, no!”] Others, no doubt, 
would like to see the Government embark 
in an endless attempt to define. That 
might suit other objects which they had 
in view. but it certainly would not im- 
prove this Bill as a measure of licensing 
reform or help the magistrates to carry 
out their duty. If they did mean to 
increase the number of offences under 
the Licensing Acts it should be done by 
a separate Bill. He would now suggest 
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Mr. ASQUITH said the right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken with great 
lucidity, and they now clearly understood 
that the Government offered a blank 
negative to all the suggestions offered, as 
much from their own side of the House 
as from the other, ‘to meet a difficulty 
which, except the Prime Minister him- 
self, no one had denied was a real one. 
Now the Prime Minister came in at the 
end of the debate and said that although 
the Bill contained a phrase which in all 
probability would not be held to cover 
certain practices, and although there was 
a general agreement that they were 
practices which ought to be covered, yet 
on behalf of the Government he refused 
to imsert words to meet the wishes of 
the Committee. He would leave the 
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that a decision should be taken on the 
matter. 





situation there. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD said he did not 
think the Prime Minister quite ap- | 
preciated the suggestions which had been | 
made during the debate. He was quite 
sure that the Government did not intend 
to speak with two voices on the subject. 
The Solicitor-General had spoken quite 
sympathetically on behalf of the Govern- 
ment with reference,to preserving the dis- 
ciplinary powers which the magistrates 
at present had. The Prime Minister had 
put it to the Committee that the Amend- 
ment would mean very heavy penalties 
for slight offences. That was not the 
situation. At present the magistrates 
had power to impose reasonable require- 
ments upon an applicant for renewal. 
They desired that that power should be 
preserved, and they understood from the 
Solicitor-General that the Government re- 
garded that as a desirable object. He him- 
self had suggested a form of words which 
would make it clear; and he ventured 
humbly to suggest that the Prime 
Minister had not quite appreciated the 
situation when he spoke. He did not 
desire to press the Government at that 
moment, but the matter was one which 
ought to have their serious attention. 
The last words of the Prime Minister 
might, he thought, lead to some misunder- 
standing as being apparently out of con- 
cord with what the Solicitor-General had 





previously said. They did not desire to 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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penalise the licence-holder, but only to 
ensure that the magistrates would have 


power to impose reasonable requirements. 
— 


80 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he thought it was very 
unfortunate that the Prime Minister 
should have intervened without having 
heard the discussion. The Committee 
had practically agreed that words should 
be inserted to preserve the diseretion of 
the magistrates, and he hoped that 
arrangement would not be upset. 


Mr. MARKHAM said as the Prime 
Minister had only just come into the 
House and had not heard the discussion, 
he thought it would be well if they went 
through it again. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order. order! The 
hon. Gentleman will not be entitled to 
repeat arguments. 


Mr. MARKHAM said that he would not 
repeat arguments; but would refer to 
the obstruction of the Government which 
would prevent the Bill getting through 
the House. The Government would 
not take the view that any business 
man would take as to the meaning of 
the words under discussion. They 
were told, without going into the 
question of the employment of barmaids, 
which was debated at considerable length, 
that very considerable evils arose in many 
districts as the result of betting. Great 
evils resulted from betting, and he, there- 
fore, should be prepared to vote for the 
Amendment. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
said he thought the best course would be 
to let the words in the clause stand, ard, 
if on further consideration it became ap- 
parent that the object sought for was 
not covered by them, the matter could be 
brought up again on the definition clause 
and words adopted which would satisfy 
the general sense of the House. It seemed 
tohim a matter of some importance ; but, 
unless the Government could find words 
at once to satisfy the general sense of the 
Committee, it would be better, for the 
present, to stick to the words in the Bill. 
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Sir JOHN KENNAWAY said he hoped | 
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that the Goveriment would introduce ; 


words which would give effect to the’ 
tation of the | N 
|} 


Solicitor-Ge.eral’s interpre 
clause. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


oes, 190. 
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| Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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by 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 268 ; 
(Division List No. 183.) 
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Plummer, Walter R 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Emest George 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S.Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clements Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Abraham, William (Cork,NE, 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hou. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


| Sheehan, Danie] Daniel 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH. 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. | Webb, Colonel William George 

| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 

| Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| 


Samuel,SirHarryS (Limehouse | 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, HC(North’mb Tyneside | Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.(Yorks.) 
| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 





| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 


Stanley, Hn.Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart,SirMark J.M‘laggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


NOES. 


Dobbie, Joseph 
Donelan, Capiain A. 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 

| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong , 

| Young, Samuel 

| Younger, Wiiliam 


| 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Joicey, Sir James 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans,SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas. Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harcourt, RtHnSirW (Monm’th 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers’t, E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Jordon, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
| Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W. 
| Kilbride, Denis 

| Kitson, Sir James 

| Labouchere, Henry 

| Lambert, George 

| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, SirJ: oseph F.(Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley,Rt.Hon John(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F, X. (Cork) 
C’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
0’ Doherty, William 

O'Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Uleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
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Toulmin, George a, 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson Leeds,S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney} 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W (Worcestersh. N,) 
Woodhouse,SirJT. (Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Mr. 
Herbert Roberts and Mr. 
Emmott. 





Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE, 
(Sussex, Horsham), who had on the Paper 
an Amendment to leave out “or are 
structurally deficient or unsuitable,” and 
toinsert “or that the applicant has failed | 
to comply with an order for structural | 
alterations under Section 11, Sub-sec- | 
tion’ 4, of The Licensing Act, 1902,” | 
said that as, in consequence of the) 
decision just taken, he was unable to. 
move the whole of his Amendment, he 
proposed merely to move to omit the words | 
“structurally deficient or.” Under the, 
Licensing Act of 1902, when application | 
was made for the renewal of a licence, the 
petty sessional Court might require the 
sub nission of plans, and direct certain 
structural alterations to be made, from | 
which order there was an appeal to 
quarter sessions. That being the case, | 
he submitted that the necessity for in- 
cluding structural defects as a ground | 
for the refusal of a licence without com- 
pensation had practically disappeared. 
Although it would have been more satis- 
factory to have made the matter perfectly | 
clear by the insertion of the words he 
originally proposed to move, he thought | 
it would be sufficient, in view of existing 
legislation under which an order for 
structural alterations could be made, to 
allow the matter to take the course 
enacted by the Act of 1902. If licence- | 
holder had had no opportunity given him | 
of remedying the structural defects, the | 
reasonable discretion of the magistrates | 
might very well be left as at present. | 


He did not think that structural defects 


| per se, where no order had been made for 


alterations, should be made a ground for 
refusal to renew. He begged to move. 


Ameniment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the jwords 
‘structurally deficient or.’”—(Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Str ROBERT REID pointed out that 
the Solicitor-General had declared the 
intention of the Government to be not to 
diminish the disciplinary jurisdiction of 
the magistrates. At present, the magis- 
trates could exercise that disciplinary 
jurisdiction in respect of structural 
defects. By the present Amendment the 
discretion of the magistrates would 
incontestably be diminished; therefore 


he submitted that its acceptance would 


be wholly inconsistent with the state- 
ment of the Solicitor-General. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he laid 
special stress upon these words, which he 


considered were absolutely necessary in 
order to carry out the intention of the 


Government. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) said 
he desired to move the Amendment 








87 Thcensing 


standing in his name on the Paper. 
The licence-holders desired that this 
question should be submitted to the 
Government, and he hoped a fair and 
favourable hearing would be given to 
their application. It was felt that it was 
not clear in the clause, as it was at present 
worded, whether “ unsuitable ” was to be 
“structural unsuitability” or not. The 
word “structurally” did not appear in 
connection with “unsuitable.” If theword 
“structurally” governed “unsuitable,” 
of course that would partly meet his case. 
What was felt by those who held licences 
was that, unless this point was made quite 
clear, there might be an interpretation 
given to a words by justices which 
e 


might made a_ pretext for 
getting rid of licences without com- 
pensation. There were houses which had 


been in existence for a good many years, 
the suitability of which had never been 
submitted to the justices. On the other 
hand, there were houses the plans of 
which had been submitted to the 
justices and which had been passed 
by them. Then there was another 
class which might be called upon to 
rectify any deficiency in that part of 
the premises where the trade was carried 
on. The Act of 1902 only dealt with recti- 
fying these deficiencies. When they came 
to structural suitability that enlarged the 
scope of the matter very considerably. 


{COMMONS} 





Structural suitability applied to the whole 
of the structure, and it might happen that 
the justices, as a pretext for getting rid 
of a house, would say, for example, that | 
there ought to be suitable accommodation | 
there for sleeping and_ stables for | 
cyclists and motorists, and_ possibly | 
lavatories and out-houses. It might | 
be that some of these houses had | 
been built upon plans approved by the | 
justices, and yet if they desired to get rid | 
of the licence they might seize upon this | 
pretext and say that the house was un- | 
suitable in the particulars he had men- 
tioned and the licence in this way might 
be taken away without compensation. 
“‘Unsuitable’’ was a relative term, and 
it might be that the unsuitability referred 
to the position of the house. The magis- 
trates might say that public-houses | 
ought not te be kept at the corner. of 
streets, or that a larger house ought to | 
be erected. On the other hand, they | 
might say that licensed houses should | 
only be in front streets and not in back 


Mr. H. 2D. Greene. 





Bill. 


streets. Therefore it was possible that 
they might have houses closed without 
compensation because these new views 
had arisen in the minds of the justices. 
He thought there was a good deal of 
force in the apprehensions felt by those 
who owned these licences, and to protect 
their interests they felt that it was 
necessary that the word “ structurally ” 
should be inserted before the word *‘ un- 
suitable.’ If that word were introduced 
it might go part of the way towarcs 
meeting the objections of those who were 
afraid that they might be deprived of 
the benefit of their premises on the ground 
of ‘‘unsuitability” when the magis- 
trates were really influenced by some 
other consideration. He thought, how- 
ever, that when the justices themselves 
had prevented a house from being made 
structurally suitable by the tenant, it 
would be a very unjust course to turn 
round on the tenant and deprive him of 
his right of compensation on the very 
ground that the house was structurally 
unsuitable. 
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Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ un- 
suitable or.’ "—(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 

Question proposed, “That the wora 
‘unsuitable’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON - said 
that under the existing law the 


magistrates had discretionary power to 
refuse the renewal of a licence because 
the premises were unsuitable. If they 
were unsuitable for the trade they ought 
not to be licensed, and surely it would 
be an attempt to fetter unduly their 
wide discretion in the interests of the 
public to say that the justices should 
isste licences to premises which they 
admitted were unsuitable. ‘The hon. and 
learred Member for Shrewsbury had 
pointed out that the words “structural 
deficiency’? might indicate different 
things. There was first the unsuitability 
arising from structural causes. He should 
have thought it was clear that if the 
licensed premises were ill-adapted, or 
if they were structurally deficient or 


‘unsvitable for the trade, the justices 


might in their discretion,subject to appeal 
to quarter sessions, refuse to renew a 
licence. Secondly, supposing there was a 
house structurally adequate but, owing to 
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gross neglect on the part of the tenant, 


o ving to its filthy condition and the lack of | 


proper care, was unsuitable, surely these 


2asons were just as important for refus- | 


ingalicenceas “structural deficiency,” and 
therefore the rea] question was whether 
the premises were suitable or not. If 
they were not suitable the mazistrates 
ought to have the power to refuse the 
licence. It was not the kind of questioa 
that ought to be left to the administra- 
tive committee at ‘quarter sessioas to 
decide whether compensation should be 
given under these circumstances. It 
should be disposed of by the justices on 
the spot. 


Mr. MARKHAM said the Amend- 
ment would mean that the magistrates 
would have no power in the future over 
licensed premises which came into the 
market. Practically it would mean that 
the justices would have no power to 
refuse a renewal if the Amendment were 
passed. The Bill had, therefore, come to 
a very curious stage. The brewers were 
not content with what they had got, but 
came to the House of Commons and asked 
to have words excluded from the Bill 
which would enable any bad, rotten, or 
defective building to be used as licensed 
premises over which the justices would 
have no power whatever. If the words 
“structurally deficient or unsuitable” 
were left out all the power in the hands 
of the magistrates would be gone. He 
hoped the Government would say at once 
that they were not going to weaken the 
power of the magistrates, but leave in 
their hands the discretionary power they 
had at present of refusing licences if the 
premises were deficient and unsuitable 
for the purposes of the business. He 
hoped the Government would give an 
answer at once to this question, for by 
so doing they would expedite the pro- 
gress of business. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said it was 
impossible for the Government to accept 
a proposal to leave out the word “ un- 
suitable.” For the purposes of police 
supervision, for instance, it might be 


necessary to order certain doors of a house | 
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premises should be shut off from the 
other parts. That was structural unsuit- 
ability, and not structural deficiency, 
having reference to the carrying on of 
the business. It was nevessary that they 
should retain in the hands of the magis- 
trates a'l those rights which gave them a 
disciplinary power over licensed premises. 


Sik ROBERT REID said he was glad 
that this word was going to be retained, 
and that was quite right from the point 
of view of the Government. The Solicitor- 
General had also put a construction upon 
the word ‘unsuitable ” in this connection 
with which he agreed. The word “un- 
suitable” was governed by the word 
“* structurally,” and therefore nothing but 
structural unsuitability would be hit by 
those words. There was, however, one 
danger of which the hon. and learned 
Member for Leeds had given an illus- 
tration. Supposing the premises were 
kept in such a dirty, insanitary state as to 
make them unsuitable and undesirable for 
the carrying on of the trade. As the law 
now stood the magistrate could say, “ If 
you do not put your premises right you 
shall not have your renewal.” Under 
this Bill the magistrates could not say 
that unless the word “ ill-conducted ” had 
the very full significance which the 
Solicitor-General seemed to attribute to 
it. He did not think it was safe to rely 
on the construction which the Judges 
would put upon the expression “ ill-con- 
ducted.” 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


—— 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 


POWERS) BILL (By ORDER). 
As amended, considered. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 


‘ney, S.) said he had three Amendments 


on the Paper, all of which really related 


to be closed. It was also often necessary, | to the same matter, namely, the provi- 
in connection with premises which were / sions of Clause 20, which dealt with 


not structurally deficient for business, to 


vermin-infested houses. He considered 


order that the drinking part of the! that the proposals in the Bill were far 
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too drastic, though he did not wish to 
minimise in the least the inconvenience 
arising from the conditions indicated. 
There was a small insect which was 
known for its powers of springing and 
hopping, but it, he thought, was hardly 
within the purview of the Bill, because 
he could not imagine that any enactment 
of this House would really be of avail 
against that insect. There was another 
insect, of which he understood there was 
a considerable number in the county of 
London, and which he might term a 
round, flat insect. That was the insect 
with which this clause dealt. He pointed 
out that the borough councils, which were 
the local authorities, had already various 
powers with regard to nuisances which 
injured health. It had never been shown, 
and he apprehended that it could not be 
-shown, that the existence of this class of 
vermin was injurious to health. [An 
Hon. Memper: Oh!] If it were 
injurious to health, the existing Acts 
would undoubtedly apply, and there 
would be no occasion for any further 
provision in the present Bill. If it were 
merely proposed to treat houses infested 
with the nuisance in the same manner as 
nuisances which were injurious to health 
were treated by Sections 4 and 5 of the 
London Public Health Act, 1891, he 
should have no objection at all. It was 
not so much the question of penalty 
which he objected to. Section 20 of 
this Bill enabled, or rather almost com- 
pelled, a local authority, not upon its 
own initiative but upon the initiative of 
its medical officer, to do certain repairs in 
the house. It might be to repaper it, or 
to take down plaster work. These altera- 
tions might be very expensive; and the 
real point of his objection to the clause 
was that these alterations and repairs 
could be done without the local 
authority having first to obtain an order 
from a magistrate. The whole duty was 
cast by the Bill on the medical officer. 
It was true that the medical officer had 
to satisfy the sanitary authority that 
the house was infested with vermin, but 
that seemed to him to be almost com- 
pulsory on the mere production of a 
certificate by the medical officer. 
not appear that any discretion was left to 
the local authority as to whether the work 
was required or not. The 
authority was entitled to do any work 


Mr. Herbert Robertson. 
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required by the notice to be done and 
summarily to recover as a civil debt all 
reasonable costs and expenses incurred 
from the person making default. Under 
the Public Health Act of 1891, in respect 
of nuisances coming within the scope of 
Sections 4 and 5, the sanitary authority 
had to complain to the petty sessional 
court, which could issue any one of four 
orders. It could issue an abatement 
order, a prohibition order, a closing order, 
or a combination of such orders. It 
appeared to him that Section 5 of that 
Act applied to houses infested with 
vermin, and that if the court issued an 
order it would be an abatement order. 
The Act provided, “Moreover the local 
authority may enter the premises to 
which the nuisance relates,and do what- 
ever may be necessary to execute that 
order.” He had not the slightest ob- 
jection to that. It seemed to be the 
right and proper method of procedure, 
but that was not the provision of this 
Bill. By Section 20 if a person failed to 
comply with the notice given to him 


‘then and there, the sanitary authority 


had a right to do the work required by 
the notice, and to recover all reasonable 
costs. That appeared to him to be 
placing too large a power in the hands 
of the local authority. Some of the 
repairs ordered by the local authority 
must take the form of what was called 
decoration. He used the word ‘‘decora- 
tion” in a technica] sense. That was a 
very serious matter, because every person 
who had had experience in building 
houses knew that the decoration was 
more costly than the bricks and mortar. 
He objected to the local authority having 
power to do that work without first 
obtaining an order from a magistrate. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, line 13, after the word 
‘ require ’ to insert the words—‘(2) If a person 
upon whom a notice has been served as afore- 
said makes default in complying with any of 
the requisitions thereof within the time 
specified, the sanitary authority shall make a 
complaint under the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts, and the petty sessional Court hearing the 
complaint may make on such person a summary 
order requiring each person to comply with 
all or any of the requisitions of the notice.’,”— 
(Mr. Herbert Robertson.) 


Question proposed. “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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Me. HEYWOODJOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham), as Chairman of the 
Committee which considered this Bill. 
said there was no question before the 
Committee as to the necessity of a sub- 
section of this character. He did not 
feel any doubt in his own mind as to the 
nature of the decision the Committee 
came to in thiscase. Evidence had been 


given before the Committee showing that | 


in many cases there were eight or ten 
layers of wall-paper on the walls of many 
houses, within each layer of which vermin 
were breeding. It was also shown that 
70 per cent. of the houses in some 
districts were verminous, and there was 
no dispute as to giving the local sanitary 
authorities power to enter and cleanse 
houses of this description. The sum and 
substance of it was that there could not be 
the slightest question as to the necessity 
for a clause of this nature, and the only 
question that remained was as to the 
machinery that was required to carry it 
out. They had two models before them, 
the London Public Health Act of 1891, 
and the Public Health Act of 1875, which 
applied to the rest of the country. As 
his hon. friend had mentioned, there was 
nthe London Act a process by getting 
an order from the magistrate, but the 
Committee were told by the medical 
officers that they had not been able to 
take action in regard to this particular 
nuisance under that Act. The Committee 
therefore proceeded on the lines of the 
general Public Health Act of 1875. That 
was the precedent which had been followed 
in this Bill. The Committee had evidence 
before them that there were cases in 
which the owner had taken every possible 
precaution to hand over houses to in- 
coming tenants in a clean and satisfactory 
condition, and that in a very short time 
they came to be infested with a large 
quantity of verminous insects, It would 
be quite unfair to make an order against 
the owner to be at the expense of 
cleansing a house the dirtiness of which 
was due to the incoming tenant. On the 
other hand they might have a case of an 
innocent tenant coming into a house 
which was apparently clean, having a 


fresh paper on the wall over a series of | 


old papers. Vermin might break out 
there, and there was hardly any possibility 
of stating, without examination, whether 
the owner or the occupier was responsible 
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for that until the work was actually done. 
Therefore, the Committee followed the 
precedent of the 1875 Act, and gave the 
authority power to proceed against 
either the owner or occupier as might 
seem to them good. They tried to hold 
the balance as fairly as possible, and they 


‘thought it was better that the work 


should be done’ by the borough councils, 
who were accustomed to work of this 
character. The only point at issue was 
the way in which machinery should be 
set up for carrying out a course the 
desirability of which was admitted on all 
hands. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the speech of the hon. Member opposite 
practically rendered any further support 
of this clause unnecessary. He wished 
the House to understand that this clause 
was not the result of the London County 
Council’s, action. The people who took 
the initiative were the London borough 
councils, which were the local sanitary 
authorities. The Committee were practi- 
cally unanimous that such a measure as 
this was absolutely necessary in respect 
of verminous houses. The twenty-eight 
parish councils of London, the port 
sanitary authority, and the city Corpor- 
ation were all in favour of it, and the 
County Council were, therefore, only the 
medium for carrying out the wishes of 
all these authorities. Under the existing 
Health Acts a verminous house was not 
@ nuisance. The hon. Member for 
Hackney thought that the provisions in 
the Bill, declaring that the verminous 
building was a source of danger to the 
community, was too drastic a treatment 
for chasing bugs and pursuing fleas. In 
regard to factory inspection, if a factory 
inspector went into a workshop and 
found mouse traps or flea powder about, 
he could order that workshop to be 
whitewashed and kept sanitarily clean ; 
and if the owner did not do it, the local 
authority could intervene and do the 
work itself, and charge the cost to the 
owner. If that could be done in regard 
to a workshop, surely it ought to be 
done in overcrowded tenements. In 
some parts of London the condition of 
these tenements was horrible and a 
source of great irritation to men, women, 
and children. The hon. Member for 
Hackney thought that the repairs in a 
house should not be executed without 
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receiving an orJer from a magistrate ; | could get a closing order, and then they 


but the London magistrates, who did | 
their work exceedingly well, ought not | 
and co:npelled | 


to be overburdened, 
before they made an order in regard to 
cleanliness to make a visit to the house. 


The hon. Member for Hackney said he | 
had never seen a bug in the East End of | 
‘before this time. 


London, but Dr. Priestly mentioned a 
case of a roo n occupied by a doctor of | 
divinity which had not been cleaned for 
nine vears, and another officer stated | 
that on one occasion he went to a house 
in Wood Green where he caught 118 | 
fleas. He liked the London magistrates 
too well to subject them to the visitation | 
of such houses. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said | 
that the drastic powers proposed in the 


clause might properly be given to local | 


authorities with regard to infectious | 
diseases. But in the case of vermin, | 
which primarily were not dangerous to 
health, although they might be uncom- 


fortable, no harm would be done by a) 
delay of a couple of days in applying for | 


@ magistrate’s order. There was no 


opportunity provided by the clause of | 


having a case fairly heard and fairly 
deter:rined. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that 
the hon. Member for Hackney had 
declared he had not seen a bug in the 
East End, but if the hon. Member were 
to come down to where he lived he 
would show him that night people sitting 
on the doorsteps because vermin had 
taken possession of their houses, and 
where poor little children were scratching 
themselves until they made a sore on 
account of the vermin. He was pleading 
for poor people who were unable to do 
anything for themselves. He could 
assure the House that he had seen rooms | 
with eight layers of paper on, and how 
was it possible to keep a place of that 
kind clean? He knew of a case, in the 
Ann Street area, where the death rate 
had run up to sixty per thousand. The 
magistrate was invited to visit the place, | 
and was told that that was the only 
place where these people could go to, 
while the owner of the houses said he | 
had made the rooms as comfortable as | 
he could, and had put on a new paper! | 
The local authorities had to apply to the | 
magistrate four or five times before they | 


Mr. John Burns. 


that.) 


|a@S any provincial town. 


for by the hon. Member for Mayo. 


had to pay compensation to the owner. 
Could anyone believe that these poor 
people could live in such houses in health ? 
[An Hon. MempBer: Nobody disputes 
Then why were they wasting 
time in opposing this clause? The 
House might have been on the beer long 
What the County 
Council wanted was to cleanse places 
that were filthy, and surely London was 
as much entitled to a clause of this kind 
He hoped the 
House would at once pass the clause. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 


| N.) said that the Clause dealt with the 


method of procedure in cleansing ver- 
minous places. No layman would advo- 
cate two processes at law when one 
would be sufficient to meet the case. He 
opposed the Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said he 
wished to move the omission of Clause 
46 by which the County Council took 
power to supply food to the inmates of 
their Jodging-houses. This was an 
objectionable example of municipal 
trading, and direct competition with 
small traders who catered for the poorer 
neighbourhoods. There had been a 
deputation from lodging-house keepers, 
who lived practically on the profits 
derived from the sale of food to the 
inmates of lodging-houses, to protest 
against this clause. He would withdraw 
his Amendment if assured that some limit 
would be placed on the number of 
municipal lodging-houses, and that the 


' Council did not intend to erect more of 


them. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 28, line 23, to leave out Clause 46.” 
—(Dr. Ambrose.) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 46 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that on the 
part of the London County Council he 
could give no such assurance as was asked 
If 
the hon. Member were to consult his poor 
compatriots in various parts of London, 
he would find that they were practically 
unanimous in favour of the clause. The 
London County Council only asked the 
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power to cater for the tenants in their 
lo lging-houses, the same as was possessed 


London County Council 


by any West End club, or by the House | 
The tenants would | 
have cheaper and better food than at. 


of Commons itself. 


present. As to the small shopkeepers, 
there was really no ground for complaint, 


because two-thirds of the food which | 


loigers consumed was bought off the 
premises. The power asked for was to 
provide the lodgers with food when 


the small shops were closed on a 
Saturday night or Sunday, or 
when the shopkeepers were having 
a holiday. There were 514 lodging- 


houses in London, and of that number 
the London County Council had only 


built and owned two in the last sixteen | 
Personally, he was opposed to_ 


years, 
the London County Council building 
nore. He did not believe in celibate 


masses of men being crowded in lodging- | 


houses, whether private or municipal ; 
but so long as they had these masses to 
deal with, it was right to see that they 
were comfortably kept and obtained 
fool under decent conditions. The 
London County Council found, just as 


the late Lord Rowton—who deserved the | 


gratitude ofevery poor man in London— 
found with his lodging-houses, that when 
the catering was left to private enter- 
prise, the food supplicd was unsatis- 
factory. and that the lodgers got 
margarine instead of butter. 
been said that this was an extension of 
municipal traling, but Sir 


power. He himself knew that in their 


two lodging-houses—one at Deptford, | 


and the other near Covent Garden—poor 
chaps would come in with only a six- 
pence in their pocket, which allowed 
them but 2d. for breakfast. It was 
their duty to see that these poor chaps 
got value for their money. The Council 
did not intend to make a profit, nor 
would the ratepayers sustain a loss. If 
there was a slight profit at the end of 
the vear, there was no reason why these 
poor men should not be given a Christ- 
mas dinner. He asked the House to 
endorse the unanimous decisio~ of the 
Committee. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said be 


would ask hon. Members to-cuasider how - 
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It had | 


Richard | 
Farrar, who was no municipal trader, | 
came forward and begged the Committee | 
to give the London County Council this | 
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| they would like to have to leave the 
| House of Commouis, purchase their own 
food, and then return and cook it. There 
wa3 no question of municipal trading in- 
volved with the Clause. The Committee, 
fortified by the opinion of Sir Richard 
Farrant, who was managing director of 
the Artisans’ Dwellings Company and 
Chairman of the Rowton houses—a 


gentleman of unique experience—unani- 
/mously came to the conclusion that it 


would be for the advantage of the ad- 
ministration of these houses and for the 


comfort of the lodgers that they should 


have an opportunity of getting what 
they required provided and cooked for 
them in the houses in which they lived, 
Mr. John Hunt, the town clerk of West- 
minster, gave similar evidence. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.) said 
that as the clause was now drawn there 
was no reason to fear that the Council 
wovld compete with the small shop- 
keeper He therefore thought that the 
hon. “lember would be weil alvised to 
withdraw his opposition. At the same 
time, he thought that the hon. Member 
for Battersea might make a concess‘on 
in this matter by limiting the clause to 
these two particular loiging-houses. If 
the London County Council annexed a 
‘number of lodging-houses it would be 
a special danger in London, because, if 
men were housed so comfortably they 
' would not get married, and that would 
be hard on the spinsters$of the Metro- 
polis. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said that as a London rate- 
payer he would protest against the 
| withdrawal of the Amendment. He had 
‘never heard a case advanced with fewer 
/or weaker arguments. His hon. friend 
compared the lodging-houses with the 
House of Commons. But hon. Members 
‘did not make this House their home; 
and he did not, therefore, see the 
analogy. The hon. Member for Battersea 
said that the London County Council 
initiated these lodging-houses as model 
dwellings ; but that work had happily 
been carried out by Lord Rowton. The 
y.cndon Cenaty Coungil did not. know 
how -far. i. neghs be carried. To his 
mind it was undesirable that the Council 
should cuter itv competition with private 
enterrrise 1 this matter. Neither did 
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he think that it would add: to the dignity | 
of the Council; and he wished to protest | 
against the extension of the principle.‘ 


Dr. AMBROSE said that after the 
explanation of the hon. ;Member for 
Battersea he would ask leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Licensing 


Amendment again proposed— 


**In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words 
* unsuitable, or.’”—(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘unsuitable’ stand part of the clause.’ 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE said he would 
ask leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. It was, however, patent that 
there was great ambiguity in the words he 
desired to omit. The hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries Burghs and the hon. 
and learned Member for South Leeds had 
disagreed as to their effect. The hon. 
and learned Member for South Leeds | 
contended that the magistrates would 
be entitled under the words to refuse 
the renewal of a licence if the furniture 
was bad or insufficient or if the house 
stood ata corner or near a church or 
was removed from police supervision. 
Tf the hon. and learned Member were 
right, the Committee had wasted a great 
ceal of time in discussing a previous 
Amendment with reference io remoteness 
from police supervision. The Government 
would vote against his Amendment for 
one reason; the Opposition would vote 
against it for another reason; and as 
there would, therefore, be certain to be 
a@ majority against it, he would ask 
leave to withdraw it. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
he thought it would be very desirable if 
the Amendment were accepted, as it 
would have the effect of ‘not‘only -ini- 
proving the houses, ‘but, also ‘the’ chai- 
acter of the business carried on within 
them. When‘the structure 6f, a house | 


Mr. Lawrence. 
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was improved, the character of the 
business was also improved. He would 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen who were in- 
terested in the trade. Was not their 
great object to advance the cause of 
temperance and to raise the trade to the 
highest possible level? Therefore, they 
ought to seek every opportunity to im- 
prove the structure of licensed houses. 
He would appeal to the Home Secretary 
to accept the Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said it might save 
time if his Amendment were taken 
next. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: There are eight 
Amendments before that of the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he would 
be quite willing to give way to the hon. 
Gentleman. 


*TueE CHAIRMAN: I cannot pick and 
choose between Amendments. I will 
call on hon. Gentlemen in the order in 
which the Amendments appear. Mr. 
Whitley. 

Mr.” WHITLEY said his Amendment 
was to insert after “unsuitable” the 
words ‘or of insufficient value.” He 
moved it in order to ascertain whether 
the Bill would continue or destroy the 
existing Jaw with regard to qualification 
in the form of rateable value. It had 
been suggested to him that unless these 
words were inserted, the law with regarc 
to rateable value would cease to operate. 
All he desired was that existing legislatior 
in this respect should not be canceliec 
by the Bill. It was very undesirable 
that houses of low rateable value should 
be licensed. He would ask the Solicitor- 
General to give the Committeeghis views 
on the matter. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ unsuit- 
able,’ to insert the words ‘or of insufficient 
value.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley). 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THe HUME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkERs 


Povess (Kent, St. Augustine’s) thought. 


there'was nonecessity for the Amendment. 
Section’ 44 5% the Act of 1872 provided 
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that a licence granted in respect of | 
premises not of the required value was | 
void, and he was satisfied that the Bill | 
did not affect the powers which the hon. 
Member desired to preserve. 


Sm ROBERT REID said that the Com- 
mittee must, of course, accept the state- 
ment of the Home Secretary. Insufficiency 
of value was a ground for objecting to a 
renewal; and he agreed that that dis- 
qualification was not abolished by the | 
Bill. But what would happen would be 
that the decision as to qualification 
would be remitted to quarter sessions, 
and would no longer remain with the 
licensing justices. 


Srr EDWARD CARSON said that the 
licence-holder would apply to the brewster 
sessions, and if the brewster s2s- 
sions found that the premises were 
not of the required qualification then 
he licence would be refused; but the 
applicant might appeal to quarter 
sessions. They wanted to make the 
inatter perfectly clear; but if they in- 
serted one disqualification and omitted 
others it would leave room for argument 
afterwards. Section 44 of the Act of 1872 
would not be interfered with. He would, 
however, undertake to insert in line 9 
after “licence” the words “or on the 
ground that the renewal would be vuid.” 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was not 
sure that the arrangement in regard to 
quarter sessions was at all wise. Before the 
Act of 1872 no qualification was neces- 
sary ; and there was now no reason why 
the exemptions in the Act of 1872 should 
be continued. He thought the words sug- | 
gested by the Solicitor-General would be 
a lvisable. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I understand the 
rizht hon. Gentleman will introduce the 


words. 
Sm EDWARD CARSON: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. WHITLEY said thav on that 


understaniing he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 
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force, moved the insertion after “ unsuit- 
able” of the following words—“ or that 
the licensee refuses or has_ wilfully 
neglected to comply with any reason- 
able requirement of the justices.” The 
magistrates at present had power to 
ask an applicant for a pledge that any 
practice which they considered undesir- 
able, such as the negotiating of sailors’ 
advance notes, should be discontinued, 
and if the request was not acceded to 
they might, at the next licensing sessions, 
on consideration of all the facts, refuse 
the renewal of the licence. It was very 


| desirable that that power should be pre- 
served, and the first part of the Amend- 
'ment would apply to a refusal to comply 


with such a demand when the applica- 
tion was first made. The second part 
would come into force if an applicant 
promised to comply with the requirement 
and failed to carry out his undertaking. 
The object of the Amendment was simply 
to preserve intact the disciplinary powers 
of the magistrates. It was impossible to 
catalogue all the cases in which mazis- 
trates in the exercise of their discretion 
might make some requisition upon appli- 
cantsifor licences; the only way in which 
the object could be attained was by the 
insertion o: general words such as he 
proposed. It might possibly be urged 
that ‘‘reasonable requirements” was a 
vazue term, but the word “reasonable ” 
was very familiar to lawyers, and in 
practice little difficulty arose as to its 
construction. Magistrates ani Judges 
were reasonable men, and it would be a 
fairly easy task for them to decide 
whether or not a particular requirement 
was reasonable. Personally he would be 
prepared to trust entirely to their discre- 
tion, but, if the Committee were not pre- 
pared to goso faras that, the matter might 
be allowed to go to the High Court on 
a special case. It had been urged that to 
bring cases of refusal to comply into the 


category of licences which might be re- 


fused without conpensation was too 
severe a penalty, but that was really 
The 


reaxon the penalty never became opera- 


‘tive was simply that the fear of its 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD, believing that it. 
was of the utmost importance to preserve | 
if they could the present disciplinary | 


powers of the magistrates in their full | 


operation secured the fulfilment of the 


requirements. It did not at all follow 
that because the matter was left to the 
magistrates there would not be compensa- 
tion. A discretion in such cases might 
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be left to quarter sessions, on appeal, to 
grant compensation. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ unsuit- 
able’ to insert the words ‘or that the 
licensee refuses or has wilfully neglected to 


Licensing 


comply with any reasonable requirements of the | : 
| the Committee, but they had not yet 


‘come to a definite understanding with 
regard to what ought to be done. 
Solicitor General had stated that it was 
Sir EDWARD CARSON said this was | 


justices.’”—(Mr. Bousjield.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


practically the same point which the 
Committee had discussed in the afternoon, 
although the words were different, and he 
would not repeat his speeches showing 
that where the circumstances were such 
that the magistrates ought to retain 
discretionary power they could do so by 
virtue of the provision that the premises 
must be well conducted. If the words 
now proposed were accepted the magis- 
trates would have the power of getting 
rid of the obligation tocompensate. They 
might arbitrarily require the licence- 
holders to close their houses at certain 
hours or on certain days, and who 
was to say afterwards that any require- 
ment of theirs was unreasonable? Was 
the Committee prepared to say that 
a licensee should be deprived of all bene- 
fit from the insurance fund to which he 
had been contributing simply because the 
magistrates did not approve, for instance, 
of the tied-house system, and required a 
licensee to terminate certain agreements ? 
As to the suggested appeal not only to 
quarter sessions, but to the High Court, 
he submitted that it was hardly possible 
to bring up the natter not on questions 
of law, but on questions of fact, before 
the High Court. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said he did not sug- 
gest it would be necessary ; he simply 
said that might be done as a safeguard. 


Str EDWARD CARSON thought the 
hon. Member must have believed there 
was some necessity for it or he would not 
have mentioned it. Moreover, there was 
nothing in the Amendment about a quali- 
fied discretion to give compensation on 
the part of quarter sessions, and he 
could not see how the hon. and learned 
Member would propose to set it up, or the 
extent to which the discretion should be 
given. 
been discussed at sufficient length, and 


Mr. Bousfield. 
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He begged to move. | been divided upon earlier in the evening. 


He really thought the matter had | 
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Str ROBERT REID agreed with the 
Solicitor-General that the subject-matter 
of the Amendment in one form or another 
had been for a considerable time before 


The 


no part of the intention of the Govern- 
ment to diminish the prin.ary jurisdiction 
of the justices, but it had been shown 
that in three different matters it would 
be diminished, and these words effected 
this—that local justices might continue 
to refuse renewal, where there had been a 
refusal to carry out reasonable require- 
ments. That was not provided by the 
Bill as it stood. He was unable to follow 
the Solicitor-General in his view as to 
“reasonable requirements.” The right 
hon. and learned Member was doubtless 
aware of cases in which there had been 
ties or relationship between the employer 
and the manager of a tied house which 
were contrary to public policy or interest. 
All tied houses were not bal, but some 
were, and in certain cases conditions 
that were inadvisable existed. In such 
cases the magistrates were able to say 
that, unless those conditions were altered, 
they would refuse the licence on the next 
application, and in that way they were 
able to exercise their disciplinary powers 
to prevent abuses of the relations between 
the tenant and the owner of a tied house. 
He thought the Solicitor-General would 
agree that such a case would not, under 
the Bill, come within the discretion of 
the magistrates without compensation. 


Str EDWARD CARSON : Not without 
compensation. 


Sin ROBERT REID said it was within 
the power of the justices at present, and 
he had understood from the right hon. 
Gentleman that all such power was to 
be retained. 


Str EDWARD CARSON : Disciplinary 
power as regards the conduct of the 
house. 


Sm ROBERT REID said that that 
was not what he understood the Solicitor- 
General to say before. At any rate, the 
direct result of the clause would be to 
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withdraw from the magistrates a power | Act of Parliament to be open within 
which they had hitherto been able to | certain hours. 
exercise in the interests of public order | ; 
and utility. Why should that power be | Phos x! “A BALFOUR: The law does 
withdrawn? It had nothing whatever — 
to do with compensation. rhe inertion | “Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted that 
— pa suggested by the Solicitor- licence-holders were compelled to give 
General of a requirement to'close a public- | relrestiqnent to any waytirer whe miune 
Pan, i _knock at their doors between certain 
Cr ee | hours, and no bench of magistrates would 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Shef- dream of making a requirement contrary 
field, Hallam) said the question was ‘0 Act of Parliament. 


really whether local magistrates should) _. . . 
be allowed, without Parliamentary | *Sir J. STIRLING - MAXWELL 
or other sanction, to create a body (Glasgow, College) supporte 1 the Amend- 
of local laws for themselves. [f, ment, which he rezarded as one of first- 
justices on public grounds proposed to class; importance. The speech of the 
creat2 what was really a new local law Solicitor - General showed that he hal 
he sabanidted that a eenese who refused to very little faith in his licensing a 1thorities, 
agree to the proposition was really inthe he was unwilling to trust then with 
atvy ~ v - . . . - 
position of having his lic2ne> withdrawn ®°Y discretion whatever. In — 
on public grounds, and was therefore en- S102 00 the Scottish Licensins ill the 
titled to compensation. If, however, the Committee asked the Secretary for Scot- 
licensee had given an undertaking to land to put in powers which woald enable 
comply with certain requirements and_ the licensing authorities to do lezally what 
had omitted to carry out that undertaking | they. hai hitherto done illegally—make 
requirements to which licensees had to 


it would be a different matter; it might 
then be a question of misconduct. That 3ree before they could be assured that 
was a distinction the hon. and learned their licences would be renewei. That 


Member had failed to make. policy had been carried on in Scotland 
, with the best results. The Secretary for 
aM OUD GEORE st te he Su ein ate oer 
te Pics is Dill. e and his [riends regretted it ; 
oO bli ae — bd Att but the Committee must remember that 
€ publican because he would Know that the Secretary for Scotland left what was 
he — refuse full os rome. much more important—the discretion of 
snd tue ul ompanain, th azn to take away ones 
magistrates now could ask for compliance | —— ~" omni icone ati Payers 
with reasonable requirements from the aa alll 
licensee, and that if he refused they could nl 4 pee = “ ve = — l - 
withhold the licence. In future, under - sie P ters a ' pee — 
the Bill as it stood, they could not do so. pe . aie i bars ro mes : a 2 ih 
All that this Amendment asked was that Bill. he pve 0 aaa ” rer te a 
the power of the magistrate should be 7M» 2? “Hous ee eee 
preserved. If the Government refused POV to make such rales as they thought 
to do that, they would make it clear that 2¢Cessary when they gave licences. The 
not on one point only but on several | Tules would have no sanction at all unless 
points they were filing down the power | disregard of them involved the loss of 
of the magistrates and increasing that of the licence without compensation. Th> 


the licensee, thus making the property | mere fact that the licence could be with- 
drawn with compensation would carry no 


more valuable. Amendments of the kind | 4t@ I 
now proposed could have been introduced | Weight whatever, becaus2 the publicans 
perfectly consistently with the principle | would have only to combine to resist th 
of compensation, and he was at a loss to rules and the conpensation fund would 
understand the objection to the words not be sufficiently deep to allow the 
now proposed. The Solicitor-General had | authorities to withdraw all the licences in- 
instanced demands that were perfectly | volved. He hoped that the Government 
illegal. Public-houses were compelled by | would reconsider the question. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his hon. | a state of things would be either good 
friend had unwittingly given  an/ sense or good legislation. By all means 
erroneous impression of the attitude | let such restrictions be placed upon 
taken up by the Government on the \licence- holders as were necessary in the 
Scottish measure. His hon. friend ap- | public interest, but they should not allow 
peared to think that the view taken by the | benches of magistrates in one district 
Scottish Office at that time was that there | to have an entirely different set of con- 
should be an unlimited discretion given | ditions from those which applied to their 
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to magistrates to place such conditions | 
upon the licence-holder as they might | 


happen to think reasonable. That was 
the Amendment, but it was not the | 
Scottish Bill. The Government had never 
denied that. they regarded the present 
Bill as a great measure, first for dimin- 


ishing the number of licences without 
hardship, and, secondly, as _ being 
likely to improve the conduct and 
character of the public-houses that | 
remained by giving some kind of) 


reasonable security to the licence-holder. 
Those were the two objects of the Bill, 
which they had never for a moment 
disguised from the House. How would 
the second of those objects be affected by 
this Amendment, which contradicted the 
Scottish measure on a fundamental point? 
Suppose there was a cranky bench of 
magistrates “‘Oh” — was that an in- 
credible supposition ? [An Hon. MemBeEr: 
We have a cranky Government. 
That might be so, but there were remedies 
against the errors of a cranky Govern- 
ment. That question, however, seemed 
to him to be somewhat outside the scope 
of the Amendment they were now dis- 
cussing. 
Bench. Such things had been known. 
It was really unreasonable to say that a 
man should lose all security in his hold- 
ing when the magistrates had gone out- 
side the law, except such security as 
might be got on appeal to a less cranky 
Court. This Bill left the offences of the | 
kicence-holder exactly where they were; 
it might or might not be for the public 


good that additional conditions should be | 


added to the many conditions that now | 
bound him, but that was outside this 
Bill, and was surely not a-matter to be | 
left to the unfettered discretion of the 
magistrates. They did not want in one 
district of the county one set of condi- 
tions and in the neighbouring county 
another set of conditions, because in that 
case the licence-holders would hold their 
licences under an entirely different 
tenure. He could not believe that such 


Take the case of a cranky | 


neighbours probably in the same county. 


The Committee should remember what 
|it was doing. They were saying to the 
| licence-holder that his licence was held 
/not upon conditions laid down by the 
House of Commons, and not even on 
conditions considered by this House 
‘or by any Department responsible 
'to this House, but upon conditions 
|laid down by three or four gentle- 
/men who were directly responsible to 
nobody, and with regard to whose 
decisions the only check was an appeal 
to a legal tribunal. One of the reasons 
why they were bringing in this Bill was 
‘that the security given by the existing 
/ system was inimical both in the interests 
| of temperance and in the interests of 
justice. That might be an erroneous 
view, but it was the view of the Govern- 
| ment, and it was surely unreasonable to 
| ask them in this connection to run counter 
'to the general principles upon which 
they had framed the Bill. The House 
ought either to lay down the actual con- 
ditions which constituted ill-conduct, or 
| they ought to leave it, under broad safe- 
/guards, to some Department of the 
Government to lay down; but to leave 
| it to individual Benches would. he thought, 
| produce very great hardships. He was 
| perfectly prepared to give the subject his 
| very best consideration, as his hon. and 
learned friend desired; but no argument 
had, in his opinion, been advanced which 
| would justify the proposition that they 
should leave it absolutely to the magis- 
| trates to decide what was a reasonable 
_and what was an unreasonable condi- 
_ tion, and to make it a penalty of violat- 
| ing that reasonable condition that the 
| man who thus violated it should lose his 
whole property without compensation. 
They wanted to remedy such injustice as 
| was attached to that case. He wished 
| particularly to ask the consideration of 
hon. Members to the fact that they were 
compelling every licence-holder, whether 
he liked it or not, to contribute to the in- 
surance fund. 








—— 
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*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Is that in | 
the Bill 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly it is. 


*Mr. EMMOTT: But there isno com- | 
pulsion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if the 
hon. Member would look at the schedule 
he would see that the licence-holders 
were compelled to pay the licence duty. 


*Mr. EMMOTT: It says that they 
“may” be compelled by quarter 
sessions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
licence-holder was compelled to insure 
his property. It seemed to him that, 
having regard to the fact that they com- 
pelled every licence-holder, whether he 
liked it or not, to contribute to the in- 
surance fund, the introduction of the 
words “ill-conducted”’ gave ample scope 
to the magistracy to carry out the duties 
imposed on them, and he did not think 
they ought, unnecessarily and arbitrarily, 
to throw uncertainty into the whole 
procedure by adding words such as those 
of his hon. and learned friend. He 
cranted that there were arguments to be 
used on the other side, but he ventured 
to suggest to the House, looking to the 
broad principle of the Bill, that the 
policy of the Government was based upon 
equitable considerations, and upon 
this question he was quite unable to 
alter the opinion which he had expressed 
to the House. 


Mr. WHITTAKER submitted that 
there were cases where it was obviously 
desirable that the Bench should be able to 
impose conditions not provided by law, 
and that they should be enabled to en- 
force them. There was the case of 
boarding-houses in seaside resorts to 
which licences were granted on the 
understanding that only those persons 
bona-fide living and boarding in the place 
should be supplied with drink. If the 
licence-holders persisted in disregarding 
that engagement by supplying anybody 
who liked to go into the place, he sub- 
mitted that that would be a violation of 
the condition of the undertaking, 
and there ought not to be compensation, 
though under this Bill there would be 
compensation. There was also the case of 
hotels where an engagement was entered 
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into that there should be no public bar 
with a door opening on to the street. 
Supposing there were frequent transfers 
and the magistrates found out that the 
licensed house was a man-trap; the 
house was doing little business, but it 
was used to get goodwill out of tenant 
after tenant. Under the Bill as it now 
stood if a licence were refused to such a 
house the owners would be compensated. 


An HON. MEMBER: How much would 
they be paid @ 
*Mr. WHITTAKER: They would go 


‘into Court and show how much goodwill 


had been paid and get their compensation 
money on that basis. He was told only 
recently, by the chairman of a licensing 
bench that at the last brewster sessions 
they refused a number of licences where 
there had been frequent transfers, and at 
the time of the refusal to renew there 
were three persons who had been tenants 
of those houses in the workhouse 
and another had committed suicide. If 
houses of that kind had their licences 
refused the owners ought not to receive 
compensation. There was a_ case, 
recently, of a woman who had been 
so badly treated as the tenant of .a 
licensed house that the magistrates trans- 
ferred the licence to neighbouring premises 
in order that she might carry on the 
business in which she had been disturbed. 
That was a case in which the original 
licenc2-holder would have to be compen- 
sated under this Bill. The Solicitor- 
General now argued as if the magistrates 
were going to be eager to refuse compen- 
sation. At anearlierstace the argument 
of the Government hal been that unless 
the justices were allowed to give compen- 
sation they would not reduce licences. 
He asked that some confidence should be 
reposed in the common sense of the 
magistrates and in their sense of justice. 
It was not treating them fairly to talk of 
“cranky Benches.’’ That bore too 
much resemblance to the language 
addressed to the brewers when they waite 1 
upon the Prine Minister. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said the 
object of this Bill wasto give compensation 
in cases where a publican lost his licence 


through no fault of his own, or because 


the house was not needed. It was never 
intended that there should be any re- 


‘striction placed upon the power the 
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magistrates at present, possessed, or that | words there would be no ground for the 


there should be any loss of the control of 
magistrates over the business. There had 
grown up a practice on the part of the 
benches of magistrates to dem and certain 


conditions upon the granting of licences. 


A very good illustration of the power 
they claimed to exercise was what was 
done in Liverpool. There the magistrates 
stipulated that there should be no liquor 
sold to children under a certain age, and 
in the case of barmaids and in other direc- 
tions they were able to exercise a valu- 
able disciplinary authority over the 
owners of licences. Was it intended by 
the Government to lessen this power on 
the part of the magistrates ? There was no 
ground for the contention that the Amend- 
ment was anendeay our to rev olutionisethe 
law. The intention was only to 
alter the law in a specific particular. 
The Government declared that the Bill 
left the disciplinary powers of the 
magistrates untouched, yet it really 
deprived them of the only authority 
by which they could enforce those powers. 
That was, indeed, the feature of the Bill. 
It was no longer a Bill to establish com- 
pensation. It was a Bill to limit the 
powers exercised by magistrates. And 
the Prime Minister revealed the state 
of his mind very clearly in his reference 
to ‘“‘cranky Benches.’’ This was a Bill 
not only to protect the publican from 
the loss of his licence but also to protect 
him against ‘“‘cranky magistrates ;” that 
was @ very serious extension of the scope 
of the Bill. What was meant by this 
phrase ‘‘cranky magistrates,” except 
magistrates exercising their discretion in 


a way which the Prime Minister did not. 


like? The matter was in the discretion of 
the magistrates, but because the Prime 
Minister thought it might be “crankily ” 


exercised it was to be destroyed ; and the | 


publican was to be put beyond the reach | 


of the magistrates even though they | 


upon him reasonable 
requirements. He thought the Prime 
Minister was giving an_ interpreta- 
tion of reasonable requirements which 
was not according to law. 
Amendment would only enable the 
magistrates to put upon the tenant 
requirements which were reasonable. A 
suggestion had been made that they 
should add to the word “reasonable” 
“and lawful.” 


Mr. Robson. 


might impose 


fears of the Prime Minister. But in the 
absence of such an Amendment there was 
a dangerous extension of the scope of the 
Bill. 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) said that speaking as one who had 
had a long experience in the administra- 
tion of the licensing laws he considered 
that an Amendment of this kind was 
necessary. He did not agree that the 
magistrates at the present time possessed 
the power which these words would give. 
Magistrates had constantly desired to 
grant limited licences such as those which 
had been referred to by the hon. Member 
for Spen Valley but there was no power 
under the Licensing Acts to grant limited 
licences. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But there will 
be that power under this Act. 


*Strr JAMES WOODHOUSE said he 
was afraid that the Prime Minister did not 
realise the effect of this Bill. In many 
large towns there was frequently a desire 
among those who kept restaurants 
and Juncheon-rooms that intoxicating 
liquors should be sold to _ persons 
taking food or other refreshments, 
but the law allowed no limited licence to 
admit of this. A custom, however, had 
been followed of granting a licence upon 
the licensee giving an undertaking not to 
use it in the ordinary public-house manner. 
In such circumstances a bench of justices 
granted a licence, but after four or five 
years the applicant sold his licence to a 
brewer, and the new holder turned the 
premises into a regular public-house. The 
Bench with which he was connected 
granted a licence of this character, and 
the applicant sold it for a large sum of 
money to the brewers, and although that 
licence was granted purely for restaurant 
purposes it was turned into the full public- 
house licence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But that is 


| misconduct. 


The | 


With the addition of these | 


*Srr JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
was not so, because the licensee came up 
for a renewal of his licence, and the 
magistrates, holding that there had been 
a breach of the understanding upon 
which the licence was originally granted, 
refused to renew the licence. The then 
licensee, however, appealed to quarter 
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sessions, and they said, ‘We have| licence. He put it to the Committee 
nothing to do with any conditions im-| that if the words of this Amendment 
posed by the city justices; all we know | were inserted it would facilitate the 
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is that a licence was granted, and, as no | granting of these limited licences. 


misconduct has been proved, and the | 
premises have not been ill-conducted, | 
we shall grant this renewal.” 


That very | 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146; 


licence to-day was a full public - house ' Noes, 214. (Division List No. 184). 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaument, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander Williams 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph' 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt.Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, LewisV. (Rossendale) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Foster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


VOL. CXXXVII. 


AYES. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers’t,E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


NOES. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.(Leeds 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


| Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Arthur 
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Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Reid,Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight: 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth} 
Taylor, Thedore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan)} 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J, H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Bousfield and Sir James 
Woodhouse, 


; Bill, Charles 
| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
| Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith. 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


; Bull, William James 
| Butcher, John George 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Rt.Hon.Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chatham 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon SirJoseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hu.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W.(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W.1 


Adjournment 
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Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys. Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks, N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. .Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,Rt.Hn. A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 








of the House. 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir C.E.H.(Sheffld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Young, Samuel 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES —Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- | thought it would be courteous to the 
man left the Chair to make his Report to House that he should say that he had 
put down to-night on the Paper a Motion 


the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Friday. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR, in moving the 
aljournment of the House, 


which he would propose on Fri‘’ay for 
the purpose of hastening the proceedings 


on the Licensing Bill. 


said he 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after 


Twelve o’clock. 


— 








— 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North Western Electricity and Power 
Gas Bill. Reported, with Amendments. 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Elec- 
tric Power Bill [u.u.]. Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


City of London (Central Criminal Court 
House) Bill. Moved, That the order made 
on the 14th day of March last, ‘‘ That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after the 16th day of June next,’ be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
real 2*; agreed to. Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly and committed. 


Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill [a.u.]; Bridlington Cor- 
poration Bill[.t.]. Read 3*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Crystal Palace District Gas Bill. 
3*, with the Amendment, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Wolverhampton Corporation Bill. Read 
3*, with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tram- 
ways Bill. Brought from the Commons ; 
reali 1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Manchester Ship Canal (Finance) Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill  [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments to be considered to-morrow. 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Elec- 
tric Power Bill [x.u.]. Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. 


Preston Corporation Water Bill [1.1]; 
Shipley Urban District Council Bill [#...]. 
Returned rom the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 
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| Scotch Education Department Pr: - 
| visional Order Confirmation (Edinb:r-h) 
| Bill [w.L.]; Tramways Orders Contirma- 
‘tion (No. 2) Bill [H.1.]. Read 3° 
|(according to order), and passed, and 
| sent to the Commons. 


| Govan Corporation Order Confirmation 

Bill [.L.]; Caledonian Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill [#.L.]; Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [n..]. Read 2* (according to 
order), and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899), deemed to have been reported from 
the Committee. Bills to be read 3* To- 
morrow. 


Wishaw Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [H.L.]; Airdrie Corporation Gas 
Order Confirmation Bill [x.1.]. Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Leith Burgh Order Confirmation" Bill. 

| Read 3* (according to order), an Amend- 

ment made; Bill passed, and returned 
'to the Commons. 


Motherwell and Bellshill Railway 
(Abandonment) Order Confirmation Bill ; 
North British Railway (General Powers) 
| Order Confirmation Bill; Paisley District 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed. 


Dundee, Broughty Ferry and District 
Tramways Order Confirmation Bill. Order 
of the Day for the Third Reading, read, 
and discharged. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill; London and 
India Docks Company Bill; Swindon 
Corporation Bill; Middlesbrough, Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, and Thornaby Tramways 
Bill; Carlisle Corporation Bill; Clyde 
Navigation (Works) Bill. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said Bills; (viz.), 
|M. Camden, E. Mayo, V. Hampden 
|(chairman), L. Lovat, L. Lyveden; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
|accordingly. The Committee to meet 
| on Friday the 8th of July next at Eleven 
| o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
| Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
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counsel for the Bill. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill. A message ordered to 
be sent to the House of Commons to pro- 
pose that the Joint Committee do meet in 
Committee Room B. on Tuesday next, 
at Twelve o'clock. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
(Cardiff) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons and read 1*; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. (No. 129.) 


PETITIONS. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [u.t.]. 
Petitions to be heard by Counsel 


against ; of Metropolitan Borough of St. | 


Pancras; and Local Authorities and 
Companies owning Electricity Under- 
takings in Conference ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Regulations for the training of teachers 
and for the examination of students in 
training colleges. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3199. Austria-Hungary ; No. 3200. | 


United States (New Orleans). 


TRANSVAAL (ORANGE RIVER COLONY). | 
Correspondence relating to the finances | 


of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 


Report of the Director to the Board of | 


Governors and Guardians, for the year 
1903. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (VENTILA- 
TION: COTTON CLOTH FACTORIES). 
Report to the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department, by F. Scudder, Esq., 

F.I.E., on air tests in humid cotton- 

weaving sheds. 


{LORDS} 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also | 
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Reports, &c. 
MINT. 
Thirty-fourth Annual Report of the 


| Deputy-Master and Comptroller of the 
Mint, 1903. 


} 
| 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 


Fifty-eighth Report of the Commission- 
ers in Lunacy, 1904. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(AMENDMENT) ACT, 1875. 

Order in Council of the 23rd June, 
1904, appointing the Registrar of the 
Privy Council to be Registrar in ecclesi- 
astical and maritime causes. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACT, 1865. 


Order in Council of the 23rd June, 
1904, authorising an increase of salary to 
the cashier and store officer at the Royal 
Hospital School, Greenwich. 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 


Order in Council of the 23rd June, 
1904, defining the limits of the Dockyard 
Port of Dover. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Orders in Council of the 23rd June, 
1904.—1. Amending the Order in Council 
of the 19th November, 1902, regulating 
the currency of Northern Nigeria; 

| 2. Entitled the Somaliland Order in Coun- 
cil, 1904. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1877. 
Account of receipts and payments 
under the Act, during the yearended 31st 
March, 1904. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 

The Eighty-second Report of the Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Woods, 
Forests, and Land Revenues, for the year 
1903-1904. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES POWERS§ACT, 
1864. 


Report, by the Board of Trade, on ap- 
| plications made during the year ended 
'30th June, 1904, under the Railway 
‘Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and of the 
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proceedings of the Board of Trade with | 
respect thereto. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to | 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


{30 June 1904} 
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decide. But the Lord Chancellor has the 
same authority that other Peers have to 
rise to order, and speaking generally, dur- 


ing the eighteen years I have occupied this 


| position, I have never intervened in any 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [u.t.]. 


All Petitions referred to the Select Com- 
mittee, with leave to the Committee to 
hear parties interested, by themselves, 
their counsel, agents, and witnesses, so 
far as the Committee think fit. The 
evidence taken before the Select Com- 
mittee from time to time to be printed 
for the use of the Members of this House ; 
but no copies thereof to be delivered, 
except to Members of the Committee and | 
to such other persons as the Committee 
shall think fit, until further order. 
(No. 128). 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

THE Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, before the business begins I wish 
to ask your Lordships’ indulgence while 
I make a short personal explanation. On 
referring to the newspaper reports of 
what took place towards the end of the 
sitting on Tuesday I find a report of a 
speech by the Lord Chancellor which 
shows me that I had not heard his 
remarks upon that occasion. I am sorry 
to say that with advancing years I 
suffer somewhat from deafness, and I 
certainly did not hear what the noble 
and learned Lord said. I find that the 
tule which he laid down with regard to 
the authority of the Lord Chancellor as 
Speaker of the House was perfectly in 
accordance with the view I ventured to 
take. I feel bound to offer this explana- 
tion in order to make it clear that that 
was the case. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl | 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I am very 
glad that the noble Marquess has said | 
what he has said, because, although I did | 
not attribute to him any desire to mis- | 
lead the House, his intervention on the 
occasion was calculated to mislead some of 
your Lordships as to what the true rule 
is. The rule is that the Speaker of the | 
House of Lords, unlike the Speaker of 
the House of Commons, has no authority 
to decide what is out of order or what is 
not. That is for your Lordships to 





other way. It is always an invidious 
task to call a noble Lord to order, but 
unless the Lord Chancellor takes notice 
of a breach of order nobody else would. 
One consequence of that is that I am 


afraid your Lordships’ House is not an 


example of order. When I intervene I 
do not claim any right to decide a point 
of order, but only the right to call 


' attention to it. 





MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.x. }. 


{SECOND READING.] 


Order of the Day or the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, in 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill 
I think the only excuse I need offer is 
that lives are still being unduly risked 
through the carriage of dangerous deck 


loads by British ships in the winter time. 


Previous representations of mine in this 
House on the subject have had no effect 
whatever in official quarters ; therefore I 
am bringing forward this Bill so that we 
may have a clear issue before your Lord- 
ships’ House. If I can, as 1 hope, furnish 
you with convincing proof that not one 
only, but very many of our seamen have 
found a watery grave through this prac- 
tice of carrying these deck loads in the 
winter, then I have confidence in your 
Lordships giving my Bill your most 
earnest and sympathetic consideration. 


As the Memorandum of this Bill states, 
it is an offence against the law for any 
vessel to arrive between the last day of 
October and the 16th day of April at 
any port in the United Kingdom carry- 
ing a deck cargo; that is to say, any- 
thing more than deals, battens, or light 
wood goods not exceeding 3 feet above 
the deck. There is a certain amount of 
grim humour in the fact that so long as 
the vessel does not discharge her deck 
cargo it is quite open for her to pay a 
visit to our shores, come into our ports, 
and get coal or provisions. There is no 
fear of punishment until such time as 
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she lands a single log, when the machinery | value ? 
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Tf one life, only, is thrown away 
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of the law isat once put in motion by | from a preventable cause, then I contend 


the Board of Trade. To put it shortly, | 
the law forbids as a dangerous practice | 
the carriage of deck loads to the United | 
Kingdom in winter, but our ships may | 
carry them with impunity to the Conti- | 
nent. Therefore there is not a shadow 
of doubt that though the law says it is 
dangerous, the practice of carrying 
dangerous deck loads in the winter time 
goes on as merrily as ever. The only 
difference is that they are discharged on 
the Continent instead of in this country. 





This Bill aims at consistency in the 


of principle to the statute as it stands at 
present. In view of the evidence in specific 
cases I shall adduce, I will not dwell on 
the serious and unjustifiable risks which | 
our sailors are expected to undertake. 
If your Lordships have ever observed 
the condition of vessels arriving at our 
large seaports with deck cargoes, even in 
summer time, you will the more fully 
appreciate the plight of such vessels | 
lumbering across the Atlantic in winter 
with an enormous incubus above deck 
which, if breaking loose, will carry every- 
thing before it. It is a menace to all | 
concerned. I now propose to deal with 
the disaster and misery which have 
arisen out of this practice of carrying 
dangerous deck loads in the winter time. 


As I have never met with anything 
else, I suppose I must take it as a matter 
of course that the Marine Department of 
the Board of Trade will offer determined | 
opposition to the Bill. My noble friend | 
representing the Board will, I have no 
doubt, go as usual into percentages as | 
to loss of life, but I would exhort your 
Lordships not to attach too much weight | 
to statistics submitted in this form, for | 
they are calculated to be most mislead- 
ing. If, for instance, 100 ships carried 
deck cargoes across the North Atlantic, 


and it was proved that the deck cargo | 


was the cause of the loss of one veséel, 
only, with her crew, then the proportion 
of disaster would be 1 per cent. only. 
This would appear to be a most insigni- 
ficant proportion, but, I ask, what about | 
the crew of thirty-five or forty men who | 
have perished through being subjected to | 
unjustifiable risks? Are they not worthy | 
of consideration? Are their lives of no | 


Lord Muskerry. 


| with a deck cargo. 


that, if it cannot be prevented otherwise, 
the Legislature must step in. We do not 
wait for a terrible catastrophe on our 
railways before sanctioning measures to 
avoid danger. One single instance of loss 
of life furnishes amply sufficient basis 
for taking precautions for the avoidance 
of further sacrifice. 


1 will now deal with the facts concern- 
ing this loss of life which the Bill seeks to 
put anend to. Thess. “Mobile” was 
lost with all hands, and it is noteworthy 


, > ‘he that on the eve of this vessel’s sailing 
law and involves no difference in point | 


from the United States the second officer 
communicated with his relatives, fearing 


_ the consequence of the ship being in such 


a dangerous condition owing to the huge 
deck cargo she was carrying. It is also 
worthy of note that the Merchant Service 
Guild forwarded copies of these letters to 
the Board of Trade at the time. The 
Board of Trade Inquiry—which is a Court 


| constituted under the Merchant Shipping 


Act, having the advantage of the assist- 
ance of two expert nautical assessors— 


‘found that owing to her deck load the 


vessel was sent to sea in an unseaworthy 
condition. Twenty-six men lost their 
lives through this disaster. Somewhere 
about the same time the steamer “ Hud- 
dersfield”” experienced an accident, her 
deck cargo carrying adrift, and she was 
placed in a very perilous situation. Some 
of her crew were seriously injured. The 
Board of Trade Inquiry which was ordered 
to investigate the circumstances declared 
that— 

“This vessel also was sent to sea in an 
unseaworthy condition.”’ 

I might mention that the deck cargoes 
in both cases were being carried in the 
winter time to Continental ports. The 
““Mobile’s” deck load of timber was 
estimated at being not less than 700 tons 
weight. 


Then again there was the loss of the 
ss. “ Cardinal,” proceeding in winter time 
The Board of Trade 
Inquiry ordered to investigate the circum- 
stances found that the loss of this vessel 
was caused by the deck cargo being 
washed overboard by heavy seas, carrying 
away her bulwarks and steering gear, and 
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staving in the after hatches, thus render- | on the port side. Great damage was sus- 
ing the vessel unmanageable and water- | tained by the vessel then and thereafter, 
logged. The Court, in giving judgment, and the Court stated that although they 
said that— _ would have been of practically no assist- 

‘« Although the Merchant Shipping Act does not | nce, no fewer than three of the deck 
apply to a vessel like the ‘Cardinal’ bound to: pumps were inaccessible in consequence 
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a Continental port in the winter time, still, | 
having regard to the weight of the deck cargo 
carried and to the length and size of the great | 


of the deck timber being stowed over 
them. ‘They said that this disaster 


proportion of the pitch-pine logs of which it Showed the wisdom of the statutory 


consisted, the Court is of opinion that the | 
vessel, as laden, was not in a good and sea- | 
worthy condition when she left Pensacola on a 
winter voyage across the North Atlantic.” 


It was the opinion of the Court that | 
the vessel was rendered unmanageable | 
and lost by the weight and size of her deck | 
cargo. Then, again, the report of the 
Board of Trade Inquiry which investi- | 
gated the circumstances of the accident | 
to the steamer “Firth of Forth’’ con- 
tains instructive reading on this matter | 
of the carriage of deck loads. I do not | 
wish to infer for one moment that the | 
particular accident—a stranding—which 
was inquired into was caused by the | 
deck load which she was carrying from | 
the United States to the Continent; but, | 
as furnishing proof of the statements con- | 
tained in the Memorandum to the Bill, I | 
may say that the annexe to the report. 
of the Board of Trade Inquiry into this | 
matter states that previous to the. 
stranding of the vessel I have mentioned 
she had a list which increased consider- | 
ably until she was almost on her beam 
ends. After a consultation with the 
chief officer, the master decided to cut 
the lashings and sacrifice the deck cargo. 
This is @ performance much more diffi- | 
cult than might be imagined, and I have 
no hesitation in saying that if it had not | 
been attended by good fortune the ship | 
herself would have been sacrificed, and in | 
all probability her crew as well. 


regulation that— 
“‘ Vessels shall not carry deck loads of timber 


| to discharge at ports in the United Kingdom 
| in winter.” 


I would supplement this by the remark 
that this disaster shows the desirability 
of your Lordships giving your favourable 
consideration to this measure, which 
would prevent such vessels carrying deck- 
loads to the Continent. 


The latest glaring case to which it is 
my painful duty to draw your Lordships’ 
attention is the loss of the steamer 
“Salopia” together with her crew— 
twenty-two men all told. It is a very 
extraordinary thing that this vessel 
belonged to the same owners as the 
steamer ‘“ Blenheim,” the loss of which 
I have already commented upon. I 
desire, however, to be perfectly fair in 
this matter and to say that the Board 
of Trade Inquiry added that the manag- 


'ing owner of this latter vessel—the 


*Salopia ”’—on signing the charter party 
of the vessel was not aware of the loss 
of the “Blenheim.” It appears that he 
has declared he is determined not to 
carry winter deck cargoes in vessels of 
this class, but the Court very tersely 


stated that this does not seem to go far 


enough. I would ask your Lordships to 
support me in preventing other ship- 
owners from carrying such deck cargoes, 


/so that this particular owner may not 


| have to meet with what he would con- 


Then comes the case of the loss of the 
“Blenheim,” under the management of 
Messrs. Steel, Young & Co. of London. A 
Board of Trade Inquiry was ordered, and 
after hearing all the evidence, formulated 
their judgment. They found that the 
vessel met with heavy weather and con- 
sequently the deck load shifted, causing a 
great list to starboard and the vessel to 
ship large quantities of water. The 
Court stated that the cause of the deck 





load breaking adrift and the vessel taking | 
a list to starboard was that she listed | 
heavily and was struck by a heavy sea | 


sider as unfair competition. From the 
judgment of the Board of Trade Inquiry 
it appears that this missing steamer 
“Salopia” carried on deck no fewer 
than 585 logs. The Court highly dis- 
approved of carrying a deck load during 
the winter months, stating that at this 
period of the year no deck load ought 
to be carried, and there is no beatin; 
about the bush in a plain statement of 
this character. 


Your Lordships have heard on several 
different occasions when I have brought 
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shipping matters forward replies by the 
noble Lord representing the Board of 
Trade in this House to the effect that 
the master ofa ship must be allowed 
discretion in these matters. To those 
who know anything about the methods of 
present-day merchant ships this so-called 
discretion of th sh'pmaster is a hollow 
mockery. He is governed by custom 
and by the orders of his owners. ' If he 
does not load the full amount which the 
custom of the port indicates then on 
arrival home he is displaced by another 
master, but for obvious reasons the cause 
is not assigned. Shipmasters are there- 
fore “between the devil and the deep 
sea.” Their living must be their 
first consideration; therefore, in their 
anxiety to retain their positions, they 
carry full deck loads which, according to 
the disasters I have mentioned, con- 
stitute their vessels as unseaworthy and 
unfit for sea. 
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‘In furnishing your Lordships with 
independent proof of my statement on 
this point of “ discretion,”’ I will mention 
evidence which came out at three dif- 
ferent Board of Trade Inquiries. In the 
case of the steamer “Cardinal’’ the 
owners wrote the captain that they de- 
sired him to carry as much as he could, 
safely and legally. It would have been 
all well and good if the owners hai ended 
with this, but they proceeded to inform 
the master that if he went to the Conti- 
nent they thought he was entitled to 
carry a larger quantity than to the 
United Kingdom; and if he was not 
acquainted with the custom in such cases 
he could procure authentic information 
at Pensacola where timber carrying is a 
speciality. In the face of such instruc- 
tion and of the recognised custom, it is 
obvious that the master had no alterna- 
tive but to carry a dangerous 
deck cargo. In the case of the loss 
of the ‘‘ Blenheim,’’ the owners wrote 
to the captain to say that the home 
market was simply in a desperate con- 
dition and they feared the present voyage 
was going to be a very poor one but they 
relied upon him doing his best to prevent 
a loss and hoped that a good cargo would 
be sh pped. They pointed out that of 


course he would be allowed to carry a 
full deck load for the Continent com- 
patible with the steamer’s seaworthiness, 
and they trusted he would take full ad- 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 
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vantage of this liberty. Of course such 
instructions leave a loophole for escaping 
responsibility for the shipowners, but 
here again your Lordships will judge as 
to what discretion the master really had. 
He had absolutely none. 


At the recent inquiry into the loss of 
the “Salopia”’ with all hands, the owners 
stated candidly that they expected the 
captain to take a deck cargo, but they 
left it to him to loal her compatible with 
her seaworthiness. One of the nautical 
assessors on the Court, in reply to this 
statement, said that the captain de- 
pended upon the owners, and would carry 
perhaps a little more rather than incur 
their displeasure. The assessor pointed 
out that it was no more safe to carry 
deck cargoes to a foreign port than it 
was to an English port. I think I have 
adduced sufficient authority for saying 
that, although pains and penalties are 
visited upon the master, he has no dis- 
cretion left to him in avoiding them. 


I do not desire to trespass unduly on 
your Lordships’ forbearance, and con- 
sequently I will not deal with the many 
letters received from shipmasters and 
officers appealing to me to help them in 
this matter by bringing it before your 
Lordships. I would wish to impress upon 
your Lordships the fact of their deplor- 
able position in this matter. Their bread- 
and-butter must be their first considera- 
tion. If they do not follow the recognised 
custom they lose their positions on 
arrival home. Therefore I say that 
it is a grievance that demands remedy. 
Though they have no option as to carrying 
deck loads, they are yet held chiefly 
responsible. The Merchant Service 
Guild, which represents eleven thousand 
certificated captains and officers of 
merchant ships, has urged me to bring 
this subject before your Lordships, and to 
state how strongly they feel on this 
matter. The facts they have placed in 
my hands are such as no man _ possessing 
an atom of feeling can disregard. It is 
the captains amd officers of our merchant 
navy upon whose practical experience we 
must rely in preventing undue risks to 
life on the high seas. If, as in this case, 
they emphatically condemn the carrying 


_ of deck cargoes in the winter time, your 


Lordships cannot but attach considerable 
weight to their representations—backe 1 
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up as they have been by decisions, such as 
I have quoted, of legal Courts which have 
fully investigated certain disasters at sea | 
caused by deck cargoes. | 
| 

if, as I have foreshadowed, my noble 
friend representing the Board of Trade | 
opposes the Bill, it is practically a | 
certainty that the fine old crusted | 
argument of foreign competition will be | 
urged. Where this competition is at the | 
expense of the lives of our seafaring | 
fellow-subjects it is a question to be dealt | 
with by the State. It seems to me an 
extraordinary argument that if foreign 
ships are allowed to proceed to sea in an 
unseaworthy condition, then it should— | 
on the score of ‘“ competition ”’—be per- 
missible for British ships to do likewise. 
The Board of Trade and the shipowners 
seem to be the only people who can con- 
vince the Legislature that “two blacks 
make a white.” I always thought that 
Great Britain led the way in promoting 
safety of life at sea. Nowadays the 
ten lency is to wait for the foreigner to 
make the first move. Norway is, I think, 
our only competitor to be considered 
seridusly in the carriage of deck cargoes. 
I may inform your Lordships that the 
Norwegian Government have now 
adopted a measure stipulating that vessels 
carrying wood on deck must hold a sur- 
veyor’s certificate as to their fitness to do 
so, and that the deck load must be so 
stowed as not to impede navigation or 
prevent free access to boats and other 
life-saving appliances.. Norway, your 
Lordships will see, is quite impressed by 
the dangers of such cargoes. 
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Should your Lordships give this Bill a 
Second Reading, it will of course be open 
to Amendment in Committee. I implore 
your Lordships not to disregard, not my 
own views, but those of independent and 
impartial authorities on a cause of deplor- 
able loss of life at sea. The fact that 
the; have no direct means of representa- 
tion in the Legislature should cause their 
claims to appeal to us allthe more. Full 
of toil, care, responsibility, and risk, their 
lives are as precious to their parents, 
their wives, and their families as they 
should be to their country. I ask, then, 
that} these lives should not be unduly 
jeopardised, and that dangers altogether 


outside the category of ordinary perils of | 
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the sea may be the subject of your Lord- 
ships’ most earnest consideration. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” — 
(Lord Muskerry.) 


Lorp WOLVERTON : My Lords, 
although His Majesty’s Government are 
not prepared to grant a Second Reading 
to this Bill, I think I may congratulate 
my noble friend on the very able and 
moderate manner in which he has brought 
this subject to your Lordships’ notice. 
I think it would be as well if I read to 


‘your Lordships Section 451 of the 
| Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, which deals 
with the loading of timber. 


It runs as 
follows— 

‘Tf a ship, British or foreign, arrives between 
the last day of October and the 16th day of 
April in any year at any port in the United 
Kingdom from any port out of the United 
Kingdom, carrying as deck cargo, that is to 
say, in any uncovered space upon deck, or in 
any covered s not included in the cubical 
contents forming the ship’s registered tonnage, 
any wood goods as hereinafter defined, the 
master of that ship, and also the owner, if he is 
privy to the offence, shall be liable to a fine 
not exceeding £5 for every hundred cubic feet 
of wood goods carried in contravention of this 
section.” 

And then there is a proviso— 


“Nothing in this section shall affect any 
ship not bound to a portin the United Kingdom 
which comes into any port of the United 
Kingdom under stress of weather, or for repairs, 
or for any other purpose than the delivery of 
her cargo.” 

That, my Lords, is the existing law, 
ani I can assure your Lordships that 
this section is vigorously enforced by 
the Board of Trade. During the years 
1901 and 1902, there were convictions of 
twenty-two vessels for contravening this 
section, seventeen of which were foreign 
vessels. 


As far as I can make out from 
the Bill ani from the speech of my noble 
friend, he is desirous of including 
all British ships starting from 
a foreign port, and whose cargoes 
are consigned to foreign ports. That is 
the scope, I think, of his Bill. The noble 


| Lord has mentioned in support of his pro- 
| posal many cases where we regret there 


has been loss of life, and others in which 


‘the ship has foundered, but in which 


there has been no loss of life. I have par- 
ticulars of all the cases he referred to, with 
the exception cf that of the “Cardinal,’! 
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and I find that the cause of their loss is 
not attributed altogether by the Com- 
misioners who inquired into the cases to 
their carrying deck cargoes. In the case 
of the “ Mobile,’’ which the noble Lord 
mentioned first, the Court found that the 
vessel had insufficient stability, but, as 
she was chiefly laden with grain or 
cotton, she is not included in the table | 
of timber-laden vessels foundered and | 
missing. The next case to which the | 
noble Lord referred was that of the | 
‘“‘ Huddersfield.” In the case of this! 
vessel the Court found that the casualty | 
was due to the excessive height of the | 
deck cargo. With regard to the “Salo- | 
pia,” the Court found that apart from 
the vessel carrying a deck load she was 
not unseaworthy, and they expressed the 
opinion that no deck load should be 
carried in winter months across the At- 
lantic. 


I think I can 
ships by quoting the figures on this sub- | 
ject, that there has been a great diminu- 
tion in the number of vessels lost from 
this cause. The number of lives lost in 
foundered timber-laden ships during the 
last four and a half years, was seventy- 
three, as against 327 in the previous four 
and a half years. As regards the trade 
between foreign ports, the number of 
vessels foundered and missing was eleven, 
and the number of lives lost fifty-five, 
during the past four and a half years ; 
as against nineteen vessels, and 125 lives 
lost, in the preceding four and a half 
years. This very large diminution is | 
chiefly due, I think, to the employment | 
in this trade of steamers, which have | 
largely taken the place of sailing vessels. 
In the figures I have quoted, I have not | 
included the twenty-six lives lost in the | 
“Mobile,” for the reason I have given. | 
I now. come to the question of foreign | 
competition. As your Lordships are 
aware, foreign competition in the seafar- 
ing world is very keen, and if your Lord- 
ships grant a Second Reading to this Bill 
you will be doing a thing that you have 
never assented to before—you will be 
placing restrictions on British ships 











show your Lord-| 








{LORDS} 


| factory legislation. 





Amendment Bil. 


able, but before that could be done we 
should have to approach those Powers on 
the subject. The noble Lord made, I 
think, a rather strong attack on ship- 
owners. I am not able, I must admit, 
to follow the noble Lord into that ques- 
tion, but I cannot help saying that in 
my opinion the general body of ship- 
owners in England are only too anxious 
to do what they can for the safety and 
comfort of the men who go to sea in 
their vessels. I regret that His Majesty’s 
Government are unable to consent to the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 
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Tre Duxe or RUTLAND: My 
Lords, I have no intention whatever of 
entering into the technical details of this 
Bill, but when I hear competition alleged 
as a reason why it should not be read a 
second time my memory gees back to 
the great and prolonged debates in the 
House of Commons on the subject of 
The great argu- 
ment of Mr. Bright and Mr. Cobden, and 
even of Sir Robert Peel, against the 


| passing of the Ten Hours Bill was that it 


would subject English manufacturers to 
unjust competition with their foreign 


‘competitors. That was the ground of 


the great resistance made to those re- 
medial measures of that time, and it 
seems to me that the argument of the 
noble Lord in opposition to this Bill is 
based upon precisely the same ground— 
the dread of foreign competition. Well, 
we faced it in the case to which I have 
referred and we conquered, and I see no 
reason why we should not face it and 
conquer in the present instanee. 


Tue’ Esart or TANKERVILLE: My 
Lords, I think we ought to look at this 
Bill from quite a different standpoint 
from that from which the noble Lord 
who represents the Board of Trade 
appears to regard it. Shipmasters are 
practically forced to take these deck loads, 
otherwise they lose their pcsitions; and 
the noble Lord who moved the Second 
Reading of this Bill has quoted the case 
of an officer writing home before starting 
on the voyage, expressing his fear that 





which you are unable to impose on ships | he would not reach the other side. The 
of foreign nations. I admit that if we | case of the Spanish ship ‘‘ Vesper’’ has 
could get all foreign nations to adopt not been alluded to thisafternoon. That 


Section 451 of the Merchant Shipping | case was tried last Friday, and resulted 
Act, 1894, it would be extremely desir-' in judgment for £40 and costs. The 


Lord Wolverton. 
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offence took place on April 6th, and that 
vessel since that time has made two 
round trips. One would like to know 
why the Board of Trade put off trying 
that case for so long, and whether they 
proceeded with it because this Bill was 
coming up. I think, my Lords, the case 
of the poor man who risks his life on our 
merchant ships should be listened to, 
the more so as he is a man who has 
served his country well. We employed, 
I believe, 600 ships of the mercantile 
marine during the Boer War. They 
carried 1,250,000 tons of food, not includ- 
ing forage; they carried many thousands 
of horses and mules, and 500,000 men 
without the loss of a single life. Not 
only have they served us well in the 
past, but the officers and men of the 
merchant service will be the men who, 
in the event of war, will be drawn upon | 





{30 June 1904} 


Amendment Bul. 13% 


alike, which are, we believe, operating in 
& satisfactory manner, my noble friend 
suggested that it was desirable not to im- 
pose a new restriction which would cer- 
tainly operate exclusively in regard to 
British shipping, and therefore place the 
shipping interest, which is, as we all 
know, competing with great difficulty 
against the shipping of other countries, at 
a fresh disadvantage. That, I think, is 
the argument upon which we relied, and 
I hope that the noble Duke will not sus- 
pect us of being at all callous in the 
matter of risk of life and safety at sea. 


*Lorp KELVIN: My Lords, I think 
existing legislation is’ample proof that 
our Legislature cannot be accused of cal- 
lousness in respect to safety of life at sea. 
We are doing at present not quite all, 
but nearly all we can in respect to deck 


for the Naval Reserve. Surely, there- | cargoes. We allow no ship, British or 
for , it is worth the country’s while to | foreign, to come into a British port with 
pay some attention to the appeal which | deck load of wocd during the times 
these men now put forward to have their for which such a cargo is judged in- 
case considered from the point of view | admissible in respect to safety. We 


of the seaman rather than from that of 
the owner, whose only fear is for his 
poeket. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspowNE): My Lords, I desire 
to say one word only with refer- 
ence to what fell from the noble 
Duke behind me. I did not understand 
my noble friend who represents the Board 
of Trade to argue that this Bill should be 
refused a Second Reading merely because 
it had the effect of imposing restrictions 
upon British shipping which did not apply 


|have power over ships coming into our 
ports, whether they are foreign ships or 
British ships, and we use that power 
against both alike. We have power over 
British ships over the whole sea. , We 
have power over ships loading under the 
British flag in foreign ports, and it seems. 
to me it would be only consistent with 
the principles upon which the existing 
beneficent legislation is founded, that: 
we should not allow British ships—ships. 
under our own control— to take a 
dangerous ¢ceck load during the winter 
months. To put a deck load on a ship 
in an American port which has to cross. 











the Atlantic is to courtdanger. It seems 


to the shipping of foreign nations. Where | 
to me that we are bound by the very 


the safety of human beings or, indeed, | 
where the welfare of human beings, is at | principles of our present legislation to 
issue, I conceive that we should never adort the provisions of the [Bill now 
shrink from taking the precautions which | before your Lordships’ House, and not 
humanity demands merely because the | allow British ships under any circum- 
effect of those precautions would be to| stances whatever to ship a dangerous. 
throw some disability or disadvantage | deck cargo during the winter months. 
upon the persons upon whom we impose I hope the House will give this Bill a. 
them. But what I did understand my | Second Reading. I hope the Government 
noble friend to suggest was this, that the and the Board of Trade will see that it 
number of casualties arising from the | introduces no condition whatever that 
careless use of these deck loads was show- | is inconvenient or unfair to British ship- 
ing a steady and satisfactory diminution, | owners, unless we are to regard all British 
and, that being the case, and as there are | legislation unfair which, whether it affects. 
already under the existing law restrictions | shipowners or manufacturers, places t: pon 
applicable to British and foreign ships | British subjects liabilities that forcig ners 
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are not subject to. I trust that the Board 
of 'l'rade will see their way to accept the 
Bill and allow it to be read a second 
time. 


*Tae Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I should like to say a word or two on 
this Bill. I have been asked by the 
Shipowners’ Parliamentary Committee 
to do my best to oppose it, but, happily, 
the Government have not seen their way 
to accept it, and I hope, therefore, your 
Lordships will not give it a Second Read- 
ing. We all feel that it is desirable that 
risks should be removed as far as 
poss'ble, but there is another considera- 
tion, namely, the question of the trade of 
the country ; and, in the opinion of the 
shipowners, if this Bill passes, the timber- 
carrying trade will be absolutely taken 
away from this country and go into foreign 
hands. I cannot conceive a greater 
misfortune to those whom you wish now 
to benefit by this Bill than that so 
important a trade as the timber trade 
should go into foreign hands. I called 
attention when the fiscal question was 
unier discussion to the fact that the 
high figure of British freights was very 
larzely due to what foreigners are free 
from, namely, well-intentioned, but what 
I think in many cases is short-sighted 
interference with those who carry on this 
trale. I remember that at one time 
something was proposed by the Board 
of Trade which the shipowners of this 
country considered s» fatal to their 
interests that they went to the Board 
of Trade and told them simply this, 
that if such a measure was passed they 
would remove their ships from the British 
flas and place them under the 
Norwegian or Spanish or other foreign 
fla‘. Therefore, in these matters it 
it is all very well to give way to one’s 
natural feelings, but there are more 
serious considerations, and very often 
when you are trying todo good it turns 
out to; be ‘short-sighted philanthropy, 
for you do more harm to those you are 
intending to benefit than good. I hope 
the Second Reading of the Bill will not 
be agreed to. 


.adtHE Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, it is not often my good fortune 


{LORDS} 
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| just sat down on questions of this sort. 
| Naturally, I should be altogether inclined 
| to sympathise with the object of the 
| Bill which has been brought in by Lord 
_Muskerry. I think its objects are good, 
| and if it were not that it is undesirable to 
| take the steps which he advocates until 
you have exhausted all other means of 
arriving at a satisfactory solution of this 
| question, I should have been very much 
‘tempted to vote with him. But it does 
appear to me that it is very desirable, 
\before you adopt # measure of this 
kind, which might seriously affect 
British shipping interests, that you should 
|exhaust every effort in your power to 
induce foreign nations to come into this 
\arrangement. I have som? reason for 
‘thinking that there is not altogether 
unwillingness on the part of foreign 
countries to alopt our principle of legis- 
lation, and I cannot vote for the Second 
Reading of this Bill until the noble 
Marquess opposite has had the fullest 
opportunity of inducin z foreign countries 
to adopt our principle in this respect. 


Lorp MUSKERRY :‘jMy Lords, with 
regard to what has been said by the noble 
Marquess who has just sat down, I would 
like to call attention to the fact that the 
winter is now coming on and that while 

'we are waiting, before adopting pre- 
| ventative measures, for other countries to 
come into line we are unjustifiably risking 
‘a number of lives. When the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for Foreign 
_ Affairs rose, I was overjoyed to hear his 
first few sentences, for I made sure he was 
going to support my Bill. The noble 
Marquess said we should take every care 
for the safety of life irrespective of any- 
thing else. The effect of his observations 
was that the first object should be the 
\safety and the welfare of seamen. I 
would point out that this Bill does not 
alter the existing law except in this one 
respect—the law says now that it is 
‘dangerous to carry these cargoes to 
England, forbids their being carried, and 
| provides a punishment for infringement, 
|and all that Parliament is asked 
is to extend this to British vessels 
|going from a foreign port to a port 
on the Continent. Is not that perfectly 
consistent? You say that here is a 
| practice which is dangerous, and yet you 


to agree with the noble Earl who has | allow it in cases where the vessel is bound 
Lord Kelvin. 
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for the Continent. 
press the Bill to a Second Reading. 


{30 June 1904} 


I am compelled to | 
| Contents, 13; Not-Contents, 26. 


from the Lords. 138 
On Question, their Lordships divided :-— 


CONTENTS. 
Northumberland, D. Powis, E. | Ellenborough, L. 
Rutland, D. Romney, E. James, L. 
| Tankerville, E. Kelvin, L. 
Craven, E. Lyveden, L. [T'eller.1 
Dartrey, E. Clanwilliam, L.( #.Clanwilliam) | Muskerry, L. [Teller.} 





NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) , Carrington, E. 
Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) Denbigh, E. 

(L. President.) Hardwicke, E. 
Salisbury, M. (ZL. Privy Seal.) | Mansfield, E 
Stanhope, E. 


Marlborough, D. 
Portland, D. 





Lansdowne, M. 


Ripon, M. Balfour, L. 


OPEN SPACES BILL [H.L.]. 
MERCHANT SHIPPING BILL [H.z.]. 
RESERVE FORCES BILL [H.z.]. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


‘Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House as the panel of Lords to act as 
Commissioners under the Act, viz.:— 
E. Mansfield, L. Kintore (Z. Kintore) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. 
Houseadjourned at twenty minutes 


before Six o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 30th June, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


Great Northern Railway Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Matlock and District Gas Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments 


Waldegrave, E. [T7'eller.] 





Calthorps, L. 

| Crawshaw, L. 

| Hawkesbury, L. 

| Killanin, L. 

| Kilmarnock, L. (2. Erroll.) 
| Kintore, L. (#. Kintore. ) 

| Lawrence, L. [Teller.} 

| Ravensworth, L. 


Hutchinson, V( #. Donoughmore) Ribblesdale, L. 


Wemyss, L. (Z. Wemyss.) 
' Wolverton, L. 


Selby Urban Distr‘ct Council Bill (by 
Order). Consideration, as amended, 
deferred till Monday next. 


“#Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill [Lords]; Cardiff 
Railway Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 11). 

Sir Wrtt1am HoLianp reported from 
the Committee on Group No. 11 of 
Railway Bills; That, at the meeting of 
the Committee this day, a letter was 
received from Mr. John Howard, one of 
the ‘Members of the said Committee, 
stating that he was unable, on account 
of illness, to attend the Committee this 
day. 
¢Report to lie upon the Table. 

Filey Improvement Bill[{Lords]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments, from the 
Police ‘and Sanitary Committee [Section 
B]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Commons 
Regulation (Merrow) Provisional Order 
Bill; Commons Regulation (Oxshott) 
Provisional Order Bill; Land Drainage 
Provisional Order Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 
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Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill; Brymbo 
Water Bill; Great Central and Midland 
Joint Railways Bill; Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill; Birkdale 
Improvement Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens 
of the City of Manchester with reference 
to the construction of waterworks and 
streets, and otherwise for better local 
government and improvement of the city, 
to extend the city, and to make provision 
with reference to the borrowing powers 
of the Corporation; and for other pur- 
poses.’’ [Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill [Lords. } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
make further and better provision for the 
health, good government, and improve- 
ment of the borough of Bridlington ; and 
for other purposes.” [Bridlington Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords.] 


Returns, 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill. That they propose 


{COMMONS} 





that the Joint Committee appointed to 

consider the Leith Corporation Tramways | 
Order Confirmation Bill, do meet in Com- | 
mittee Room B on Tuesday next at 
Twelve of the clock. | 


Ordered, That the Committee of this | 
House do meet the Committee appointed | 
by their Lordships as proposed by their | 
Lordships. | 
| 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them | 
therewith. | 


Manchester Corporation (General | 
Powers) Bill [Lords]; Bridlington Cor- | 
poration Bill [Lords]. Read the first | 
time; and referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions against ; from Abbots Lang- | 

ley ; Abersychan ; Alva; Ashley ; Astley ; | 

Atherton; Bardney; Barkston; Bai- | 
combe; Barry; Barry Dock; 





Beck | 





Reports, &c. 
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Carthorpe; Castle Cary; Colsterworth; 
Commondale ; Copley ; Copperhouse ; 
Cowbridge ; Crowd Hill; Ditcheat ; 
Durley ; Eastleigh ; Eriswell ; Ever- 
ereech; Falkirk ; Gateshead (two); Glas- 
gow ; Grangetown ; Great Gonerby ; 
Great Ponton; Hamilton ; Harleston ; 
Hazel Grove ; Heswall ; Hexham : 
Hinckley (two); Holywell Row; How- 
den; Kingsland; Kingswood ; Larnyat ; 
Leigh (four) ; Liverpool; London ; Lower 
Tranmere ; Mildenhall; Newcastle ; New- 
castle - under- Lyme ; North Biddick; 
North Cadbury ; Oakworth ; Paddington ; 
Pembroke Dock ; Pentre ; Pickworth ; 
Pitcombe ; Pontlothyn ; Releath ; Rhosyn 
yr Hafod; Roaches; Rochdale; Roche; 
Rosemelling; St. Peter’s Quay; Salt- 
fleetby ; Scarlop ; Soham ; South Molton; 
South Witham; Springwell; Stenalees; 
Stoke-upon-Trent; Stonehouse; Stour- 
bridge; Team Colliery; Tow Law; 
Usworth Colliery ; Wallsend-on-Tyne ; 
Walton le dale; Washington; Wath- 
upon-Dearne ; West End; Weston ; 
Woodhouse; Wrekenton; and Ynyshir; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Oxford, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 


Petition from Grangemouth, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHOP HOURS BILL. 


Petition from Paddington, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petitions for alteration; from Guis- 
borough (two); and Cheltenham; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897. 


* Petition from Sheffield, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—_—— 


RAILWAYS. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 








Row; Bell Quay on Tyne; Birkenhead | Board of Trade on applications made 
(six); Bideford; Blackheath; Bridge of | during the year ended 30th June, 1904, 
Allan; Bruton; Burnbank; Burnt}Fen;| under The Railway Companies’ Powers 
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Reports, &c. 142 


‘Act, 1864, and of the Proceedings of the | Ecclesiastical and Maritime Causes [by 
Board of Trade with respect thereto | Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed. [No. 235.] | 


| 


MINT. 

Copy presented, of Thirty-fourth | 

Annual Report of the Deputy - Master | 

and Comptroller of the Mint, 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS | 

SECURITIES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

{ordered 16th June; Mr. Victor Caven- 

dish]; to lie upon the Table. and to be 
printed. [No. 236.] 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 


Copy presented, of Eighty-second 
Report of the Commissioners, dated 29th 


June, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 237.] 


DOCKYARD PORTS REGULATION ACT, 
1865. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council, 


dated 23rd June, 1904, defining the 
limits of the Dockyard Port of Dover 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of order in Council of 
the 23rd June, 1904, entitled The Somali- 
land Order in Council. 1904 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 


Copy presented, of order in Council of , 
23rd June, 1904, amending the Order in 
Council of 19th November, 1902, 
regulating the currency of Northern 
Nigeria [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. | 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACT, 1865. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 


POST OFFiCE SAVINGS BANK (REGULA- 
T 


IONS). 
Copy presented, of Post Office Savings 
Bank (Constantinople and Smyrna) 


Regulations, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CONTINENTAL FREE PORTS. 


Return ordered, “‘ specifying the Ports 
on the Continent which are Free Ports, 
and giving the following information 
with respect to each of these Ports : 


(1) Area of the Free Port. 


(2) Whether the Free Port is 
portion of a larger Port area. 


(3) Entries and Clearances of 
Foreign-going Shipping during the 
past ten years (a) in the Country to 
which the Free Ports belongs ; and (b) 
in the Port of which the Free Port 
forms a part. 


(4) Whether there is any and, if 
so, what taxation of g00ds loaded 
or discharged in the Free Port. 


(5) What are the arrangements 
for the collection of Import and 
Export Duties on goods passing 
between the Free Port and the 
General Customs jurisdiction of the 
Country. 

(6) Nature of inspection under 
which loading or discharge is 
carried on in the Free Port. 

(7) Classes of Trade (transit or 
otherwise) for which the Free Port is 
mainly used.” —(Mr. Charles 
McArthur.) 

COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 
Address for “‘ Returns from every 
County Court in England and Wales of 
the total number of Plaints, etc., entered 





23rd June, 1904, authorising an increase |in each Court from the Ist day of 
of salary to the Cashier and Store| January to the 3lst day of December, 
Officer at the Royal Hospital School, | 1903, both days inclusive, distinguishing 
Greenwich [by Act]; to lie upon the | those not exceeding £20, those above £20 
Table. and not exceeding £50, and those by 
| agreement over £50.” ‘‘And, of the 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE | Sittings of the County Courts in England 
(AMENDMENT) ACT, 1875. 'and Wales holden before the Judges of 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of | such Courts in the year 1903 (in continua- 
23rd June, 1904, appointing the Registrar | tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 271, 
of the Privy Council to be Registrar in | of Session 1903).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 





Gucstions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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Accident at Works of Messrs. Jos. Cook 
and Sons—Fencing of Machinery. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been drawn to the death of a workman 
named Richard Drummond. which took 
place on Saturday, 11th June, at the 
works of Messrs. Jos. Cook and Sons, at 
Washington Station, through his clothes 
being caught by the shafting of an engine ; 
and whether he has given instructions 
for the more efficient fencing of this 
shafting. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My attention had not been 
drawn to this case, and I do not gather 
from the Question that the accident, 
though most regrettable, possessed any 
exceptional features. I have no doubt 
that the inspector, in the ordinary course, 
on receiving the report of the accident, 
inquired into the circumstances and took 
such steps with regard to the fencing of 
the machinery or otherwise as were 
necessary. I will call for a report and 
verify this. 


French Government and North Sea 
Fisheries Investigation. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, seeing that the Government of 
Sweden were unable in 1899 to induce 
the French Government to participate in 
the North Sea Fisheries Investigation, 
will the British Government consider the 
expediency of inviting the French 
Government to take part in the scheme, 
especially in view of the fact that France 
equally with other countries will benefit 
through any information in regard to fish 
habits that may be gained. 


(Answered Ly Earl Percy): We have 
no reason to suppose the French Govern- 
ment would accept the invitation to par- 
ticipate in the North Sea Investigation 
at our instance, seeing that they declined 
when invited by the Stockholm Confer- 
ence. 


{COMMONS} 
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Prohibition against Macedonians and Bul- 


garians Moving to other Parts of Euro- 

pean Turkey. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the prohibition against 
Macedonian or Bulgarian inhabitants of 
the three vilayets moving to other parts 
of European Turkey has now been re- 
moved or relaxed, so as to admit of such 
persons entering Constantinople itself and 
working there at their usual seasonal 
occupations 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The Grand 
Vizier promised Sir Nicholas O’Conor 
on the 13th of June that he would issue 


‘orders for permission to be granted to 


enable the refugees who recently returned 
to Macedonia to circulate freely in search 
of work, should they desire te do so 


Naval Volunteers—Instructors and 
Travelling Expenses. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that, because of their failure 
to provide a sufficient number of 
instructors to the Naval Volunteer 
divisions, the Volunteers themselves 
are, in several cases, paying coast- 
guardsmen tc give the instruction 
necessary to enable them to earn their 
capitation grants; and whether, seeing 
that the Naval Volunteer regulations con- 
tain no provision for paying the travelling 
expenses of the men to and from their 
rifle ranges or boating grounds, and that 
a number of the Volunteers are working 
men upon whom such financial burdens 
press heavily, the recommendations set 
forth in paragraph 57 of the Report of the 
recent Royal Commission on the Militia 
and Volunteers will apply {to the Royal 
Naval Volunteer Reserve, 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Admiralty have had the temporary diffi- 


culty in regard to instructors for Naval 


Volunteers brought to their notice ; and 
it is believed that it is now practically 
overcome. They are not aware that any 


cor-pany of Naval Volunteers is now with- 
out an instructor except in the case of 
one company in the Clyde division, to 
which a man has been nominated, and 
his appointment is now under considera- 
The Admiralty has approved the 


tion. 
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grant of an allowance to meet the expense | 
of travelling to boating grounds, gun | 


Combined Office of Chaplain and Naval 
structor. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty in how 
many of His Majesty’s ships are the 
appointments of chaplain and naval in- 
structor held by different persons; and 
whether, in view of the importance of 
cabin space, the Admiralty will give 
directions that in future no chaplain shall 
be appointed who is not qualified to act 
as naval instructor. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) There 
are 21 of His Majesty’s ships in which 
the appointments of chaplain and naval 
instructor are held by different persons, 
and 27 where the two offices are combined 
in the same individual. The Admiralty 
recognise the desirability of utilising the 
cabin accommodation in sea-going ships 
to the fullest extent, but as there is 
considerable difficulty in obtaining the 
services of chaplains who are also 
qualified to act as naval instructors, 
no strict rule can be laid down. 


County Boroughs Aap: Populations below 

Sm EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he would state the 
number of existing county boroughs with 
populations below 50,000 in England and 
Wales. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) There are nine county boroughs 
with @ population, according to the cen- 
sus of 1901, of less than 50,000. 


Railway Companies and the new Signal 
Alarm, 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, if he has 
called the attention of any railway 
company to the new signal alarm recently 
submitted to him; and, if so, with what 
result. 


(Answered Ly Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Since my reply to the Question on this 
subject addressed to me by the hon. 
Member on the 12th of Jast month,t par- 
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ticulars of several inventions of the 
character referred to have been submitted 


' to the Board of Trade and their inspecting 


officers, but I am not aware whether 
these include the invention which the 
hon. Member has in mind. I cannot 
undertake to direct the attention of 
railway companies to any particular 
invention. 


Rateable Value of Post Office Buildings to 
be Erected on Christ’s Hospital Site. 
Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London): 

To ask the Postmaster-General what 

action the Department propose to take in 

regard to the payment of rates in respect 
of the buildings to be erected on the site 
of Christ’s Hospital, in the parish of 

Christ’s Church, Newgate Street; and 

whether, seeing that Christ’s Hospital 

was only liable to pay on a sapposed 
rateable value £2,488 (in virtue of an 

Act of Parliament, 35 Geo. 3, Clause 26), 

he will agree to have the question of the 

rateage of the whole site reconsidered, in 
view of the commercial value of the 
premises now to be erected by the Post 

Office upon it. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
When the Post Office buildings are erected 
and occupied the property will be valued 
in the same way as other Government 
property is valued, and acontribution in 
lieu of rates will be given on that valua- 
tion. 


Minting of Silver Coinage for Crown 

olonies. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if the silver coinage used in the 
Crown Colonies is minted at the Royal 
Mint ; and, if not, wherefis it minted. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The silver coinage used in the Crown 
Colonies is, so far as possible, coined at 
the Royal Mint; but when circumstances 
make it necessary to have it coined else- 
where it is minted under the supervision 
and control of the Royal Mint in this 
Recent coinages have been 
carried out at the Mint, Birmingha:n. 
Bronze for Hong-Kong. 


Right to Photograph Raglan Castle. 
Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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whether he would consider the expediency 
of abolishing the charges now made for 
the right to take photographs of Raglan 
Castle. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Neither the Treasury nor the First Com- | 


missioner of Works has any jurisdiction 
in the matter, as Raglan Castle is not the 
property of the Crown. 


Beri-Beri in the Port of London. 

CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to a statement 
made by Sir Patrick Manson, in an 
address delivered at St. George’s Hospital 
on Ist October, 1897, that beri-beri is 
very common in the Port of London, 
especially among the lascars, and Sidi 
boys who in many instances form the 
bulk of the crews of the large steamers 
traling to the East; whether he can 
state how many cases are treated annually 
at the Seamen’s Hospital; and what pre- 
cautions are taken to prevent the spread 
of the disease, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) My 
attention has been drawn to the state- 
ment referred to in the Question. I am in- 
for ned that the number of cases of beri- 
beri treated annually in the Seamen’s 
Hospital in the ten years ended in 1900 
averaged twenty-four. The disease is not 
regarded by the medical officer of the 
Port of London as infections in the 
or linary sense, and no special precautions 
are considered necessary. 


‘Indian Cable Rate. 

Stir EDWARD SASSOON : To ask 
the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the results achieved 
ani the responsiveness of the traffic con- 
seyuent on the last reduction of the 
Indian cable rate, he will assist the efforts 
of Lord Curzon for obtaining a further 
reduction of 2s. a word. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I should welcome the reduction of the 
rate to 2s. a word; but, until I am in 
possession of the figures of the working 
of the traffic for the financial vear 1903-4, 
which completes the period of three years 
under the new system, I shall not be ina 
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position to say whether I am entitled to 
take any action under the agreement 
with the telegraph companies concerned. 


Publication of List of Titled Persons in 
India. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
'ask the Secretary of State for India 
| whether he is aware that the edition of the 
year 1900 of a publication called the 
Golden Book of India (purporting to con- 
| tain an alphabetical list of titled person- 
'ages in India, published first in 1893), 
| states on its title page that it is published 
| by the publishers to the India Office ; and, 
| if so, will he say whether the India Office 
_or other Indian authorities have assisted 
|in its compilation or are answerable to 
-any extent for the accuracy of its 
contents: and, if not, whether there is 
| any intention on the part of Government 
to publish in the near future an accurate 
list of titled p2rsonages in India. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The title page of the book in que tion 
shows that it was published by ‘“‘ Sampson 
Low, Marston, ani Company, Limited, 
Publishers to the India Office.” The 
first words of the author’s introduction 
are “ No official authority attaches to this 
work or to any statement in it.” Iam 
not aware of auy intention on the part of 
the Government of India to publish a 
list of titled personages in India. 


Duties of Royal Irish Constabulary at 
Ballinagore, County Westmeath. 

_ Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 8S.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 

_ members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
stationed at Ballinagore, county West- 


meath, are engaged in herding cattle on © 


an evicted farm in that locality ; and, if 
so, whether they are acting in obedience 
to the directions of their superior officer. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
police do not act as herds at Ballinagore. 
They do, however, afford protection to 
a herd employed on an evicted holding 

_there and to the cattle under his charge. 


Earnings of the Burtonport Railway. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland what was the 
amount of the gross earnings per mile per 
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week of the Burtonport Railway for the 
half-years ending 30th September and 


amount paid the Lough Swilly Railway 
Company for working same ; and in 
what manner has the surplus been 
apportioned between the parties entitled 
thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In 
answer to this Question I would refer to 
the verbal reply given this afternoon by 
my hon. friend the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury to the similar Question 
of thehon. Member for North Donegal. 


Peace Preservation Act in County 
onegal. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been called to the charge delivered by 
his honour Judge Cooke to the grand 
jury at Lifford, county Donegal, whereby 
he testified to the entire absence of crime 
throughout the county ; and whether, on 
account of the crimeless condition of the 
county for years past, he will consider 
the revocation of The Peace Preservation 
(Ireland) Act, 1881, at present in force 
in portions of the county. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Government do not consider it desirable 
to revoke the Proclamation of portions 
of this county under the provisions of 
the Act mentioned. 


Fair Rent Applications and Appeals in 

the Innishowen District. 

Mr. O7DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can state the number of appli- 
cations for the fixing of fair rents pending 
hearing by a Sub-Commission Court in 
the Innishowen district of county Donegal, 
and the number of appeals from the 
Sub-Commission and County Court at 
present pending in said district; when 
did any Sub-Commission Court sit in the 
district; and whether, as the majority 
of the cases have been pending before each 
tribunal for a number of years, he can 
say when thos2 concerned may expect 
their cases disposed of, and if the Appeal 
Court could arrange to have all Innis- 
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| howen appeals heard within the district, 
| and not bring, as heretofore, the tenants 
lst March last ; what was the surplus of | 
the gross earnings of the line on the. 


to Londonderry. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 


are twenty-two applications to fix fair 


rents pending from the district of Innis- 
howen ; seventeen of these appeared on a 
list the hearing of which was commenced 
at Stranorlar on the 28th March last, but 
the actual hearing of these cases has been 
delayed owing to the illness of the lay 
Assistant Commissioner for the district. 
They will, however, be heard at some con- 
venient place in the district, with the 
remaining cases on the list, at an early 
date, which will be notified to the parties. 
Fair rent appeals are pending in only 
twenty-eight cases from the Innishowen 
district. A sitting to hear such appeals 
was last held in June, 1903, when all 
cases prior to January, 1900, were dis- 
posed of. The appeals now pending have 
all been lodged at various times since 
that date, and will be listed for hearing 
on as early a date as possible, having 
regard to the claims of other places. The 
Commissioners, however, can give no 
undertaking to hold their next sitting 
within that district. 


Through Booking of Goods on the 
Donegal Railway. 

Mr. McFADDEN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the 
Donegal Railway Company, which works 
the Stranorlar to Glenties line, gave for 
some years after its opening through 
bookings of goods, etc., to and from th 
station at Ballybofry on the latter line; 
that the working company have discon- 
tinued the through bookings to and from 
Ba'lybofry for some years past, and at 
present refuse to book goods, etc., at 
through rates to and from Ballvbofry, 
and that the result of this stoppage of 
through bookings to and from Ba!lvbofry 
Station is that goods for Ballybofry are 
booked to Stranorlar on the working 
company’s line and then re-booked to 
Ballybofry from Stranorlar, the distanc> 


not being half-a-mile, at an extra cost of 


31. per ton to the consignee; and 
whether, seeing that the traders of 
Ballybofry have been in communication 
with the Board of Works on the subject 
and desire facilities for through bookings 


G 
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to and from Ballybofry; and, in view of | City of London Imperial Volunteers— 
the complaints made to the Board of | Conditions of Service in South Africa. 
Works by the traders and merchants of| Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
Ballybofry, and of the inconvenience | mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
caused to them by the want of through for War whether, previous to, or during 
bookings to this station, an inquiry will | formation, or subsequent to the comple- 
be directed to be held by the Board of| tion of the Corps of City Imperial 
Works into the complaints lodged by the | Volunteers, any stipulations, agreement, 
merchants of Ballybofry into the conduct | or understanding were entered into by, 
of the Donegal Railway Company in the | or on behalf of, any of its members as to 
matter, or such steps taken by the Board | Where and how the force should be em- 
of Works as will ensure the removal of | ployed in South Africa, whether at the 
the alleged hardship at present suffered | front or otherwise. 

by reason of the refusal of the company 
to grant through bookings of goods, etc.,| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
to and from Ballybofry. | Forster.) The reply is in the negative. 








(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) I | Purchase of Army Commissions. 
am informed that the facts are sub-; SrrSEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): 
stantially as stated. The Board of Works | To ask the Secretary of State for War 
have communicated with the Donegal | whether, before the passing of the Act 
Company, and suggested a restoration of | for the Abolition of Purchase in the Army, 
the through booking arrangements, but | officers, on being granted direct commis- 
the matter appears to be one which those | sions in the Army, paid a sum of money 
concerned should bring to the notice of | to the Government by way of purchase 
the Department of Agriculture and | of such commission; whether any of the 





Technical Instruction. |officers who so obtained their first 
| commissions in the Army were afterwards 
Arrest of Martin Naughten. | transferred for service under the Govern- 


Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): | ment of India in the Bengal, Bombay, or 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | Madras Staff Corps, now combined in the 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| Indian Army; and whether, on such 
aware that at a special Court held in| transfer, the whole or any portion of the 
Spiddal, on the 13th June, at which a} sum paid by such officer for his first 
man named Martin Naughten was com- | commission was credited to the Govern- 
mitted to Galway Gaol on a charge of | ment of India. 
murder, it was sworn that the prisoner 
had been arrested by Head Constable; (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Gerrity, although the prisoner had | Forster.) In reply to the first part of 
actually been arrested and cautioned by | the Question, some officers paid for their 
Constable Glynn before the head con- | first commissions and some obtained them 
stable’s arrival; and, if so, willhe explain | without purchase. The payment, how- 
why Constable Glynn was not produced | ever, was not made to the Government 
at the petty sessions to testify to the cir- | but to the officer whose commission was 
cumstances of the arrest. sold. The reply to the second part of 
the Question is in the affirmative, and to 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Constable | the third part of the Question in the 
Glynn formed one of a party of police | negative. 
acting under Head Constable Gerrity. 
Constable Glynn discovered the prisoner! Police Raid on Kaffir Mine Compounds 
in hiding, but the head constable charged at Johannesburg. 
and cautioned the prisoner. Both police- Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
men were close to each other the entire | To ask the Secretary of State for the 
time. The Crown solicitor did not think | Colonies whether he has any information 
it necessary to examine at petty sessions | respecting a police raid within the past 
both members of the police force, as the | few days on the Kaffir mine compounds 
head constable’s evidence covered every | of East Johannesburg, and the finding of 
matter of importance. a machete knives hidden in the bedding of 
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each Kaffir; and, if not, whether he will | batteries, and battalions proceeding to 
make inquiries respecting the matter. India during the next trooping season, 
also those regiments, batteries, and 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) | battalions which will be called upon to 

I have no information on the subject, | furnish drafts. 


but I will make inquiry by despatch. ‘ 
| *TaHe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|WAR (Mr. Arnoxp-Forster, Belfast, 


Coloured Labour in Transvaal Gold 
M | W.): The following regiments, batteries, 


ined. 





Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- | 
lets, Poplar): To ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies if he can state the | 
number of coloured persons employed on | 
the last day of March, April, and May of | 
this year in the Transvaal gold mines, | 
calculated on the same basis as the Return | 
given by him on 26th May last, dis- | 
tinguishing between those in employ and | 
at work. | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.)— 
Transvaal Gold Mines. | 
Coloured persons on last day of each month— | 


At work. In employ. | 
March, 1904 79,569 73,667, 
April, 78,825 73,246 | 
May (Official Return of Mines | 


Department with these | 
figures not yet received.) | 
| 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. | 





Channel Fleet and the Tyne. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether, considering that it is many 
years since the Channel Fleet visited the 
Tyne, he will endeavour to arrange for 
it to visit that river during the coming 
autumn. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The autumn programme of 
movements for His Majesty’s ships in 
home waters has not yet been arranged, 
but the feasibility of acting on the hon. 
Member’s proposal for a visit to be paid 
to the Tyne will be duly considered when 
making out the programme. 


Drafts for India. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


and battalions will proceed to India 
during the next trooping season :— 

13th Hussars, 

19th, 20th, and 28th batteries of Field 
Artillery. 

62nd, 64th, 77th, and 81st Companies 
of Garrison Artillery. 

2nd battalion Royal Fusiliers. 

2nd battalion Cheshire Regiment. 

Ist battalion Royal Irish Regiment. 

Ist battalion Highland Light Infantry. 

Ist battalion Manchester Regiment. 


As regards drafts every regiment, 
battery, and battalion in India or the 
Colonies will require them during the 
next trooping season, and in the case of 
cavalry and artillery the drafts will be 
found from their groups, and in the case 
of infantry from their linked battalions. 


4th Battalion North Staffordshire Militia 
accident to Private Hill. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has had any report furnished 
to him as to the circumstances under 
which William Hill, of Fenton, a private 
in the 4th battalion North Staffordshire 
Militia, was shot at Lichfield last week; 
and what step he proposes to take to 
prevent similar accidents occurring in the 
future, by keeping ball cartridges separ- 
ate from the dummies supplied for 
musketry drills. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No report 
of this matter has reached the War Office. 
I am inquiring into the matter. 


Sandhurst Examination Fees. 

Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether a sum of £3, with 
an additional charge of £1, is imposed on 
every candidate for Sandhurst previous 
to the examination ; what is the object 
of this impost; and who receives the 





War if he can state the regiments, 


money. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The fee 
for such examination in London is £2 and 
at any other centre £3. This fee is fixed 
by the Civil Service Commissioners under 
Order in Council. The object of an ex- 
anination fee is to meet examination 
expenses. The money is paid to the 


Inland Revenue through the medium |" 


of stamps and is paid subsequently in- 
to the Exchequer. 


Re-armament of the Artillery. 

*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what number 
of new guns will be completed for India 
in the present financial year, and whether 
that will represent the entire number 
required ; what number it is proposed to 
complete for the British Army in the 
next financial year, and at what cost ; 
and what number will remain to be com- 
pleted, and at what cost, in the financial 
year ending 3lst March, 1907, when 
nearly the whole re-armament, together 
with a large number of reserve batteries, 
are to be finished. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Twenty- 
one batteries will be completed for India 
in the present year, this being the 
number demanded by the Indian Govern- 
ment. It is not possible to state at 
present what their future demands will 
be. It is at present contemplated that 
fifty-four batteries will be completed for 
the British Army in the next financial 
year ata cost of £1,300,000. Seventy- 
six batteries will then remain to be com- 
pleted for the British Army in the 
financial year ending 31st March, 1907, 
at a cost of £1,850,000, of which sum 
£550,000 would not be paid until 1907-8. 


South Africa—Alleged Conspiracy to 
Murder Lord Milner. 

Mr- LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is yet in a 
position to inform the House as to 
whether three men have been arrested 
in the Transvaal on a charge of con- 
spiracy to murder Lord Milner, or any 
such charge, and whether one of them 
has been already deported by the police ; 
and, if so, can he state whether the one 
so deported is a British subject, and, if so, 
upon what grounds and by what law he 
was deported ; and whether it is intended 
to bring the others to trial. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. LYTTELTON, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not yet 
received any information from Lord 
Milner on the subject. I will inquire 
by despatch. 


Beri-Beri in South Africa. 

Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the fact that 
the beri-beri outbreak was first reported 
in this country more than a week ago, he 
can explain the causes of delay in receiy- 
ing news from South Africa, and now 
give the House full information on the 
subject. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I gave the House 
yesterday all the information which I 
have so far received on the subject. The 
contents of the telegram from Lord Milner 
which I read yesterday appear to me to 
show that Lord Milner and his medical 
advisers do not regard the occurrence of 
this not uncommon disease as involving 
any very special difficulty. This accounts 
for his not having treated the matter as 
one demanding urgent communication 
home. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): Has the right hon. Gentleman 
received from Lord Milner any explanation 
of his failure to answer the cable ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have answered 
that Question. 


Trading Rights of British Indians in the 
Transvaal. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies what reply he has received 
to the explanation called for from 
Sir Arthur Lawley regarding the 
statement made by him, on the 18th 
May last, that the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the Transvaal, con- 
firming the trading rights of British- 
Indian subjects there, will not be toler- 
ated; whether the reply explains why 
Sir Arthur Lawley made such a statement 
without the knowledge or sanction of the 
Secretary of State or Lord Milner; and 
will he place the Papers relating to this 
subject on the Table of the House. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: I have now be- 
fore me @ verbatim report of Sir A. 
Lawley’s speech on this occasion, which 
I will send to my hon. friend. He will 
find that he has been misinformed as 
to its contents, and that the statement 
attributed to Sir A. Lawley was never 
made. 


Suicide of British-Indians in Natal. 

Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if his attention has 
been drawn to the statement in the Annual 
Report for 1903 of the Protector of 
Indian Immigrants in Natal that there 
had occurred in that year no fewer than 
thirty-one cases of suicide, being at the 
rate of 741 per 1,000,000; if he is aware 
that eight of these cases occurred among 
the free Indian community numbering 
51,259, whereas twenty-three were those 
of the indentured class numbering 39,131, 
showing that the indentured labourers 
committed suicide in an overwhelmingly 
large proportion ; and, if so, can he say 
whether the local authorities have been 
able to trace the causes to which this 
voluntary destruction of life is due ; and, 
if not, will he at once order an inquiry 
to be made by an independent Commis- 
sion into the matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have seen the 
Report referred to. The rate per 1,000,000 
among Indians generally appears to be, 
from the figures given, 382 per 1,000,000 
and not 741 as stated in the Question, 
the rate among free Indians and inden- 
tured Indians being 157 and 766 respec- 
tively. The Report states: A magisterial 
inquiry is made into the circumstances 
attending each case of suicide, and 
whenever the evidence tends to show 
that the fatality in any way resulted 
from ill-treatment received from an 
employer or employé, I make a personal 
visit to the estate and inquire myself 
into the circumstances. In one instance, 
and one only, did the evidence tend in 
this direction, but my own inquiry 
did not confirm this suspicion. 
Generally speaking witnesses state that 
they can give no reason for the suicide, 
and, if those who are supposed to know 
decline to give any information, it is 
impossible in many cases to arrive at 
even a probable cause. I may say that the 
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general rate among Natal Indians in 1902 
appears to have been 333, and in 1901 
383, so that the rate for the year 1903 
is not altogether exceptional. This rate 
has been exceeded in Paris. I am not 
at present able to compare the rate 
with that which obtains among Asiatic 
races generally, and I understand that 
there are no returns of suicide in India. 
In any case [ do not see that on the fac.s 
there is any ground for taking the un- 
usual course suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


Expenditure of Maltese Government 
Department of Charitable Institutions. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state the total 
annual expenditure by the Maltese 
Government Department of Charitable 
Institutions, including hospitals; how 
much of this is contributed by the War 
Office and by the Admiralty respectively ; 
are the military and naval hospitals open 
to civilians; has he considered the 
advisability of placing all the hospitals 
under one central authority ; ani, if not, 
will he consider the advisability of placing 
the civil charitable institutioas under the 
control of a Maltese loca] government 
board elected by the taxpayers who 
support these institutions. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The total expendi- 
ture of the Maltese Government Depart- 
ment of Charitable Institutions, includ- 
ing hospitals, is estimated in the Colonial 
Estimates for 1904-5 at £56,337,14,10. 
None of this expenditure is contributed 
by the War Office or the Admiralty. The 
military and naval hospitals are not 
under ordinary circumstances open to 
civilians. I have not had under my 
consideration the questions referred to in 
the last part of the hon. Member's Ques- 
tion, and I am not aware of any suffi- 
cient reasons for modifying existing 
arrangements. 


Mr BOLAND: As neither the War 
Office nor the Admiralty make any con- 
tributions to this expenditure, will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the advisa- 
bility of allowing the people of Malta to 
look after their own hospitals for which 
they pay ? 


[No answer was returned.] 
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Northern Nigeria—Finance. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what is the explanation of the 
increase in the ordinary expenditure of 
Northern Nigeria from £62,579 in 1900- 
1901 to £482,889 in 1903-4; what pro- 
portion of this expenditure is for armed 
forces and what is the nature and object 
of any military expeditions that are now 
going on; and whether, in view of the 
amount of the local revenue and of the 
commerce of the country, and of the 
fact that the expenditure of last year has 
been met by a contribution of £50,000 
from Southern Nigeria and a Parlia- 
mentary grant of £405,000, he can see 
his way to undertake that immediate 
efforts will be made to reduce this out- 
lay. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The ordinary ex- 
penditure of Northern Nigeria in 1903-4 
is estimated at £382,889, not £482,889. 
As shown in the statement presented 
to Parliament (Cd. 2101) the expen- 
diture of £62,579 in 1900-1 does not 
include expenditure amounting to 
£145,400 on the West African Fron- 
tier Force in that year. The ex- 
penditure on the Force in 1903-4 
is estimated at £167,591 out of the total 
of £382,889, leaving £215,398 as the 
estimated ordinary civil expenditure. 
The reasons for the increase of expendi- 
ture are explained in Sir Frederick 
Lugard’s Annual Reports which have 
been presented to Parliament. No 
military expeditions are now going on. 
The local revenue, though expanding, 1s 
still very small. No unnecessary ex- 
penditure is incurred. It is hoped that 
the increase of local revenue may admit 
of a reduction in the grant-in-aid from 
Imperial funds in future; but no tnder- 
taking in the sense suggested by the 
hon. Member can be given. 


Administration of Panna. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.); I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has any objection to let the 
House know the date and purport of the 
original and specific Report or communi- 
cation which induced His Excellency the 
Governor-General of India in Council, 
after obtaining the concurrence of the 
Secretary of State for India, to assume 
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the administration of the Principality of 
Panna, in Central India, in September, 
1901, and to suspend the then Ruling 
Chief of that State; and, if he has any 
reasons for refusing to publish such 
Report or communication, will he state 
what they are. 


Questions, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The circumstances of the death of 
the uncle of the late Maharaja of Panna, 
on the 25th June, 1901, were such that 
the Agent to the Governor-General 
ordered the Political Agent to hold a local 
inquiry without delay. The result of the 
inquiry was toestablish that the deceased 
had died by poison, and to implicate the 
then Maharaja in the crime. The report 
was submitted to the Government of 
India on the 19th August, 1901, who, on 
the Ist September, issued the orders 
referred to by the hon. Member. The 
views of the Government of India, and 
the action taken by them on the findings 
of the Special Commission which was 
subsequently appointed to investigate the 
charges judicially, were published in the 
Gazette of India, in a Resolution dated 
the 2ist April, 1902. As to presenting 
Papers, I agree with the late Secretary of 
State in declining todo so. It would not 
be in the interest of the State itself to 
publish the details. The facts are 
sufficiently stated in the Resolution pub- 
lished in the Gazette of India. 


Indian Statistical Department. 


*Strr MANCHERJEE! BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India if there is a separate 
department or any special provision for 
the compilation of statistics in India; 
and, if so, what is the annual amount 
expended on the work. 


Mr. BRODRICK : For the compilation 
of Indian statistics the Government of 
India maintains a special department; 
that of the Director-General of Statistics , 
and the amount expended on this depart- 
ment in the year 1902-3, the last year for 
which the returns have been made up, 18 
£6,040. These charges are in addition to 
those incurred on various establishments 
for gazetteer and statistical memoirs, 
railway and river traffic statistics, and 
provincial statistics; the charges for 
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these in the year 1902-3 amounted to 
£293,629. 


*Sirn MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: Then may I ask my right hon. 
friend if it is beyond the capacity of a 
department maintained at so much ex- 
pense to give the Return regarding 
labourers in plantations and mines which 
I asked for on the 14th June ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I stated at the time 
the reasons which in my opinion made it 
nndesirable to do so. 


British East Africa. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, before granting a charter to any 
syndicate to control territory in British 
East Africa, he will lay upon the Table 
of the House the terms of the proposed 
grant; and if, before the grant is con- 
firmed by the Foreign Office, an oppor- 
tunity will be given for the opinion of 
the House to be taken on the matter; 
and whether the Government can transfer 
British territory to a syndicate without 
the consent of Parliament. 


THE UNDER - SECRETARY ~or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, S.): It is not pro- 
posed to grant to any syndicate a charter 
enabling them to control territory ‘n 
British East Africa. 


Foreign Sailors on British Ships—The 
“Southern Cross.” 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he is aware that Messrs. 
Houlder Brothers, shipowners, and owners 
of the ss. ‘Southern Cross,” have em- 
ployed a man named Bethel at Antwerp 
to engage and supply 35 sailors and fire- 
men for the steamer “Southern Cross,”’ 
which is at present lying in the port of 
the Tyne; and, if so, whether he can state 
the nationality of those seamen, if they 
are able to speak the English languaze, 
and the wages these men are to receive 
per month; and whether, in view of the 
provisions of the Merchant Shipping 
Act with regard to the engagement and 
supply of crews to British ships by 
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persons not licensed by the Board of 
Trade, he intends to take any action in 
the matter ;‘and whether he is aware that 
there is a large number of sailors and 
firemen unemployed at the Tyne ports. 





THe PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
| TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
| Central): From the inquiries which I 
| have caused to be made it appears that 
| twenty-eight seamen were engaged at 
' the Consulate General at Antwerp to 
serve on the ‘‘Southern Cross,” but it is 
not clear that Bethel was concerned in 
| the supply of the men. Of the twenty- 
| eight men engaged I understand that six 
were Germans, one an Austrian, one 
belonged to the United States, three were 
Dutch, one Dan‘sh, two Swedish, two 
French, three Greek, seven Belgian, one 
Italian, and one Spanish. It is reported 
that they had a fair knowledge of English. 
and all but three produced certificates of 
discharge showing service in British 
vessels. The wages of the eight 
A.B’s were £3 5s., a month, of the 
eighteen firemen £3 15s., and of the two 
deck boys £1 a month. Upon the infor- 
mation before me I doubt whether the 
engagement of the men at Antwerp con- 
stitutes an infringement of the provisions 
of Section 111 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, but the Board of Trade are 
being legally advised upon the point. 


Mr. NANNETTI: And could not 
sailors have been obtained at the port 
from whence the vessel sailed ? 





Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
reason to think they could not. 


Licensing Bill. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Ork- 
ney and Shetland): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will state approximately the 
value of the licensed premises to which 
the Bill before the House applies; the 
maximum capitalised anount that could 
be raised by quarter sessions for the 
purpose of closing specified licensed 
premises; the approximate extra value 
that would be given to the licensed 
premises remaining by the decreased 





contribution and by the absolute fixity 
of tenure secured for a long period. 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE rox 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AxeErs- 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I find 
it extremely difficult to understand the 
precise meaning of the various parts of 
the Question : but, so far as I can see, 
it is impossible to produce any useful 
figures such as the hon. Member appears 
to desire. 


Questions. 


Swine Fever Regulations in Aberdeen- 

shire. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
North Huntingdonshire, as representing 
the Board of Agriculture, whether he is 
aware that while there is no swine fever in 
the North of Scotland, the Board of Agri- 
culture has brought pressure to bear on 
the local authorities of the city and county 
of Aberdeen and counties of Banff and 
Kincardine to pass a swine fever order, 
forbidding the movement of swine into 
or out of their districts except under 
restrictions, and that these local 
authorities have, under pressure from the 
Board, passed such orders; and, if so, 
will he state the necessity for such 
orders; and whether, in view of their 
effect upon the swine trade in these 
districts, steps will be taken for their 
reconsideration. 


Mer. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunt- 
ingdonshire, Ramsey): The regulations 
referred to by the hon. Member were 
adopted by the local authority on the 
suggestion of the Board, ard they 
have for their object the protection 
of the county against the  intro- 
duction of infection from outside. 
They do not impose restrictions upon 
the movement of swine out of the 
district, and are on the lines of thcse 
which in many farts of Great Britain 
have been found by experience to com- 
bine a minimum of restraint upon trade 
with a maximum of effectiveness against 
disease. Indeed, it is to their general 
adoption that the present improved 
position with regard to swine fever must 
be largely attributed. The necessity for 
some such local protective measures, 
especially in counties themselves free 
from infection, is well shown by the case 
of another Scotch county—Ayrshire— 
where in the absence of efficient regula- 
tions no fewer than forty-nine outbreaks 
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of swine fever have recently occurred 
owing to the introduction of a consign- 
ment of swine from England. There is 
no objection on our part to counties with 
a clean bill of health combining together 
to adopt the same regulations and so 
widening the area in which free move- 
ment is allowed. An arrangement of 
this character will, we understand, be 
adopted by Aberdeenshire and the 
adjoining counties. 


Licence Fees in North Ireland. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the amount received annually by the 
clerk of the peace for the city of Belfast 
for the registration of the 649 licences 
to sell beer and spirits in that city 
amounts to £81 2s. 6d., or since 
1874 £2,433 15s., which first-named sum 
is wade up by his charging a fee of 
2s. 6d. for each licence; and whether he 
will state the purpose to which these fees 
are devoted. 


I beg also to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
‘or Ireland whether he is aware that the 
clerks of the peace for the county of 
Antrim and the city of Belfast are in 
receipt of a fee on the annual renewal of 
a publican’s licence; and, if so, under 
what statute are such fees authorised ; 
and whether, under the provisions of 
Section 17 of the Act of 1874 the pay- 
ment of any fees whatever in respect to 
renewal of a licence to sell spirits or beer 
is prohibited. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I believe the average annual sum 
received in respect of fees on licences by 
the clerk of the peace for Belfast in recent 
years amounts to about £81. I am unable 
to ascertain what the fees amounted to so 
far back as 1874. These fees are, under 
the provisions of the 10th Section of the 
Licensing Act of 1833, as amended by 
the 15th Section of the Licensing Act of 
1874, received and retained by him as 
part of the emoluments of his office and 
especially in respect of his labour in 
keeping a register of licensed traders. 
Section 17 of the Act of 1874 deals with 
an entirely different matter, namely, the 
fee paid to the petty sessions clerk on 
the granting by the justices of their 
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certificates. When the offices of Clerk of 
Peace and Crown are amalgamated the 
former fees are retained by the revenue 
officer and paid into the Treasury under 
the 16th Section of the Revenue Act of 
1898. 


Dublin Metropolitan Police—Constable 
yte’s Case. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he wil! explain 
why twenty-seven constables of the 
Dublin Metropolitan Police have been 
promoted to the rank of sergeant over 
the head of Constable T. Whyte, who 
was their senior and qualified for pro- 
motion. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I am 
informed that this constable was not 
promoted because he was not considered 
to be properly qualified for the rank of 
sergeamt. Seniority is an element, but 
not the determining element, in consider- 
ing a man’s fitness for promotion. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will consider the 
advisability of promoting Constable 
Whyte to the Custom House Steps staff. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of A. P. 

Doolan, of Shinrone, King’s County. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the case 
of Amos Palmer Doolan, who was evicted 
from his farm at Derry MacEdmund, 
near Shinrone, King’s county, his yearly 
rent being £142; whether he is aware 
that the agent became tenant of the 
evicted holding on the 25th September, 
1903, at the yearly rent of £72; and, if 
so, can he state when Doolan made 
application to the Estates Commissioners 
for reinstatement, and with what result ; 
and whether, seeing that the landlord, 
J. H. Lloyd, has agreed to sell this 
estate to the occupying tenants, the 
Estates Commissioners, before sanction- 
ing advances or purchase, will fully 
investigate the facts and take into con- 
sideration Doolan’s claims. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This property has 
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missioners. The evicted tenant named 
in the Question has applied for re- 
instatement, and his application will be 
duly considered. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Is it 
the case that the agent of the estate 
now occupies the farm ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that isso. 


Ballingeary Police Force. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the number of police at present 
stationed at Ballingeary; and, seeing 
that there were only eleven cases from 
the villaze tried at petty sessions during 
the past year, will he explain what 
necessity now exists for the continuance 
of this police barrack; and whether the 
peace of the district could not be effici- 
ently protected from the other barrack in 
the parish. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A sergeant and 
four constables. The question of the 
necessity for the continuance of the 
barrack is one for determination by the 
authorities locally responsible for the 
maintenance of the public peace. These 
authorities do not consider the barrack 
can be dispensed with at present. 


Land Purchase in County Kerry— 
Alleged Arbitrary Action of Land- 
lords. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieuterant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the estate of Mr. G. A. G. 
Hickson, of Gortullea, county Kerry, 
who is a middleman under Trinity 
College, the tenants have been proceeded 
against for rent at quarter sessions 
because they refused to agree to ,the 
terms of purchase stated by the agent, 
and that the amount proceeded for 
includes the hanging gale, which has never 
hitherto been demanded; and, if so, 
whether he can do anything to protect 
these tenants, pending the decision of the 
Vice-regal Commission appointed to 
inquire into such cases. 

The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 


not yet come before the Estates Com-' Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant _ of 
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Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Receiver under the Land Judge on the 
M‘Cartie Estate, in the county of 
Kerry, on 22nd June, 1904, issued a 
letter to the tenants stating that the 
estate would not be sold for eighteen and 
a-half years purchase, and that an order 
had been made to proceed against the 
tenants; and, if so, will he state whether 
the Estates Commissioners are negotiat- 
ing for the purchase of these estates; 
and, if not, what steps he proposes to 
prevent such methods of forcing these 
tenants into unreasonable barga‘ns. 


Questions. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the tenants on the estate 
of Mr. F. R. Bateman, Tralee, have paid, 
from 10th March, 1903, to 18th January, 
1904, three gales rent, and have now 
been prosecuted for a fourth gale within 
a twelvemonth, and that these proceed- 
ings have been instituted for the purpose 
of forcing the tenants to accept the 
terms of purchase which Mr, Bateman is 
demanding; and whether any legislative 
steps will be taken to protect tenants 
from such exercise of their powers on the 
part of landlords. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is one of 
three Questions falling within the same 
category to which it will be more con- 
venient for me to reply together. I have 
no official information respecting the 
matters of fact alleged m the first and 
third Questions. With respect to the 
first part of the second Question the 
Registrar of the Land Judge’s Court 
is not aware whether a letter was 
issued by the Receiver to the tenants 
in the terms stated. It is the fact, 
however, that the Land Judge re- 
cently made an Order giving the 
Receiver liberty to proceed for recovery 
of the rents on the McCartie Estate, which 
the tenants were withholding. On the 
general question I have to observe that 
the Land Purchase Act does not abolish 
any rights, either of tenants or landlords, 
in respect of the payment ofrent. Legis- 
lation to affect these rights would, in my 
opinion, be most prejudicial to the 
successful working of land purchase on 
the lines laid down by the Land Confer- 
ence. The hon. Members who put these 


{COMMONS} 








Questions, 


168 


Questions seem to suggest that a landlord 
should be debarred from suing for money 
owed to him pending a sale. The 
obvious objections to such a course must 
be apparent, if they will consider the 
opposite case of a number of tenants 
asking for a reduction on rent pending a 
sale. Section 13 of the Act of 1881 amply 
protects tenants from oppressive pro- 
ceedings for recovery of rent, and Section 
10 of the Purchase of Land Act, 1885, 
confers on the Land’ Commission all the 
powers of a Court of Equity to rescind 
contracts into which one of the parties 
has been by duress forced to enter. In 
a‘ldition to these protections, under the 
Purchase Act of 1903 an inspection in 
respect of security is obligatory in the 
cases of all holdings other than those 
specified in Section 1, 7.e., judicial rents 
inside the zones. <: | ayhreeneeoS osu | 
i Mr. THOMAS{O’DONNELL: Arising 
out cf the reply of the right hon. 
Gentleman, may I ask him if it is not 
a fact that under the Act of last year 
sales should be voluntary, and whether 
in this case the landlord is not now using 
powers he never possessed before in order 
to induce the tenants to buy ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has not quite seen the purport of my 
reply. If tenants came in in a batch 
and said, ‘‘ We want a reduction of 20 per 
cent.,” that may be described as bring- 
ing pressure to bear, but it is far better 
they should come together amicably. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): The right 
hon. Gentleman says the tenants are pro- 
tected from aggressive proceedings. Is he 
aware that in this very district landlords 
have proceeded against the tenants for 
the recovery of rents not yet due ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I would 
suggest to hon. Members interested in the 
Answer that they should see the written 
Answer. It relates to legal matters. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
that part of my Question asking 
“whether a certain landlord having been 
paid three gales rent is now proceeding 
for a fourth in the same twelvemonth;? , 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I did answer that. I 
said I have no information, and I have no 
means of information about the particu- 
lar facts referred to by the hon. Member. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been answered. 


Listellick Farm. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Congested 
Districts Board have taken any steps to 
purchase the farm recently put up for 
sale at Listellick, county Kerry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of the 
purchase of this property will probably 
be considered by the Board at its next 
Meeting on the 15th July. 


Coleraine—Alleged Police Persecution of 
a Publican. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): Ibeg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | 
tion has been called to the conduct of a | 
police constable named Molloy at Coler- 
aine Petty Sessions in a prosecution 
against a hotel keeper for breach of the 
licensing laws; whether he is aware that 
this constable threatened one of the 
witnesses that whether he would be sum- 
moned or not in future would depend 
on the way he would give his evidence, 
and that the case was dismissed ; and, if 
80, will he say whether the constable has 
been censured for his conduct. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The constable used 
no threat. He stated to one of the 
witnesses that if he told the truth he 
might not be summoned. This was an 
improper observation and the constable 
has been so informed. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will this constable 
be removed from the district ? 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman take steps to 
put an end to this systematic persecution 
of this publican, which has become a 
matter,of public notoriety ? 





[No answer was returned. ] 
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Irish Veterinary Department—Catholic 
Official’s Salaries. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
state what substantial advantages have 
been received by the Catholic officials of 
the Veterinary Branch of the Agricultural 
Department in addition to pension rights ; 
whether the new arrangement carries with 
it any reduction in salaries; whether he 
is aware that these officials on their 
present scale of increment would have 
served thirteen years before receiving 
salaries of £2 a week, and that the pen- 
sion after twenty-six years service and 
upwards would be only 15s. a week; and 
whether any effort will be made to im- 
prove their position. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Question pre- 
sumably refers to some temporary clerks 
who were employed at weekly rates of 
pay before they were placed on the per- 
manent establishment of the Department. 
In addition to pension rights they ob- 


| tained the advantage of a more secure 


position, annual increments of salary, and 
sick leave privileges on full pay. As 
temporary clerks they were paid at the 
tate of 35s. a week, which is equivalent 
to £91 a year; on promotion they were 
paid an initial salary of £90. A salary 
of over £2 a week will be reached after 
six years established service; had they 
remained on a temporary footing their 
remuneration would have continued sta- 
tionary at 35s. a week. No question of 
religion enters into Departmental promo- 
tions, and the Department is at all times 
realy to consider the claims of its officers 
for advancement when opportunity arises. 


Wicklow Camp Canteen Licence. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland has con- 
sidered the action of Mr. James Shanks 
in signing a licence certificate for a 
canteen situated in the county Wicklow, 
Mr. Shanks not being a magistrate for 
that county, and the local magistrates 
having refused to grant the licence on 
the ground that the canteen had been 
conducted in a disorderly manner; and 
whether he can now state what decision 
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the Lord Chancellor has come to in regard 
to Mr. Shanks’ action. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No decision has 
yet been come to. The Lord Chancellor 
is in correspondence with Mr. Shanks in 
the matter. 


Kerry Parish Committees—Management 
Rules. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 
why the rules regulating the management 
of parish committees in Kerry have not 
been published; whether, under those 
rules, a district councillor who is a shop- 
keeper, or resides in a shopkeeper’s house, 
oris a relative of a shopkeeper, is not 
allowed to act on the committee, and, if 
so, for what reason; whether he will 
explain the meaning of the word “shop- 
keeper” and state what classes of men it 
includes; whether landlords and their 
agents to whom the small landowners, 
for whom the scheme is meant, owe 
arrears of rent are allowed to be members 
of the committee; and, if so, will he 
state what is the cause of this difference 
of treatment. 


Mr. FLAVIN: At the same time may 
I ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the scheme for parish committees in 
Kerry is being blocked by the rule de- 
barring district councillors who are shop- 
keepers from serving on the committees ; 
and whether, in the interest of this 
scheme, he will at once withdraw this 
rule. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rules have been 
freely supplied to persons locally inter- 
ested, to members of the committees and 
to all other persons who have made ap- 
plication for them to the office of the 
Congested Districts Board. The rule 
prohibiting a shopkeeper, or a member of 
his household, from membership of a 
committee was adopted in the interests 
of the impartial administration of grants 
by the committee, the Board being of 
opinion that persons interested in the sale 
of materials or goods should not be eligible 
for membership of a body entrusted with 
the duty of dealing with applications for 
grants to enable them to purchase 
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materials or goods. Resident landlords 
and agents are eligible for membership. 
They have no direct interest in the sale 
of materials. The rule in question has 
hitherto worked satisfactorily and it is not 
proposed to withdraw it. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL asked if 
it were the fact that the rules were not 
followed and if, under the circumstances, 
the right hon. Gentleman would not with- 
draw them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM replied suggesting 
that that was unreasonable as the rules 
were in operation in other parts of Ireland. 





Phenix Park, Dublin. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state by whose authority the most con- 
venient parts of the Phcenix Park, 
Dublin, are railed off and preserved for 
polo and cricket; and whether, seeing 
that the Phoenix Park is a public park 
belonging to the citizens of Dublin, he 
will explain why the members of Sluagh 
na Heireann, most of whom are school 
boys, are prevented from playing native 
games in the Nine Acres; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of re- 
quiring the members of the polo club to 
go out to the Fifteen Acres. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The duties and 
powers of the Commissioners of Public 
Works in respect to the Phoenix Park are 
conferred by the Statute 23 and 24 Vict. 
cap. 42. The park is a Royal park and 
is the property of the Crown. With 
respect to the remainder of the Question, 
the hon. Member’s attention does not 
appear to have been directed to my reply 
to the similar Question on the 16th 
instant of the hon. Member for the 
College Green Division.t 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Am I 
to understand from the Answer of the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Phenix 
Park in Dublin is under the control of 
the Board of Works by statute and is not. 
belonging to the people of Dublin ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that is 
so. At the same time the citizens in no 








vend + See (4) Debates, exxxvi., 286. 
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part of Ireland enjoy so much liberty as | 
those in Dublin. 


Development of Small Industries in 
Ireland. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, with a 
view to arousing a spirit of enterprise in 
Ireland, he will consider the desirability of 
putting before the people such object- 
lessons as a number of small industries 
jn successful operation in various dis- 
tricts ; whether he will consider the best 
means for organising such small indus- 
tries through the agency of the Agrical- 
tural Department; and whether he will 
take steps to utilise the acquirements of 
the children about to be trained in techni- 
cal schools when fit for work, in order to 
check emigration. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department, 
acting in co-operation with local authori- 
ties or associations, has been engaged, for 
some time past, in conducting experi- 
ments of the character indicated. For 
example, shirt-making at Dundalk and 
Sligo; straw hat making at Wexford; 
furniture at Athlone; and hosiery at 
New Ross, Carlow, and Cavan, Experi- 
ments of a similar character at Bandon 
and Clonmel are at present under con- 
sideration. 


Enlargement of Kilclooney Burial Ground. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
at what price per acre the Conzested 
Districts Board purchased the Kilclooney 
property, and whatsum per acre the 
Board is asking from the Tuam District 
Council for the land requ‘red to enlarge 
the Kilclooney burial ground. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The averaze price 
of the Kilclooney property was £19 per 
statute acre, but the best land on the 
estate, such as that to be sold to the Tuam 
District Council, is estimated to have 
cost the Board £45 per statute acre. 


Blakeney Estate, County Galway. 
Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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is in the Land Judge’s Court; if so, for 
how long; whether he can state the 
name of the agent or receiver; whether 
he has been instructed to take advantage 
of the Land Purchase Act; and whether 
he will be directed to supply to the 
tenants any necessary information to en- 
able them to make an offer for the 
property. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The position of this 
estate is being investigated, and I will 
ask the hon. Member to postpon2 the 
Question till Tuesday next. 


Clanricarde Tenantsand Sporting Rights. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that five of 
the Clanricarde tenants at Derrygoolan, 
Woodford, have been served with notices 
to quit in consequence of their asserting 
their right to the game on their lands; 
and whether he will take steps to ensure 
that the police shall not be allowed in 
the future to accompany poachers on the 
lands, seeing that such proceedings may 
intimidate the tenants, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is a case in 
which two parties assert a right to one 
and the same incorporeal hereditament, 
.e., the shooting. It is for them to 
prove such rights by due course of law. 
It is for the police to prevent a breach of 
the peace. The hon. Member describes 
one of the parties as “poachers,” but 
that involves the decision of the very 
matter in dispute. 


Rae Estate, Keel, County Kerry. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : I beg 
to ask the ChiefSecretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the tenants 
on the Rae Estate, Keel, county Kerry, 
have applied to the Congested Districts 
Board for the purchase of this estate; 
whether the beneficial owners have siz- 
nified their consent to sell; whether the 
Congest2d Districts Board have mate 
any offer or taken any steps preliminary 
to an offer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such an applica- 


tion has been male by the tenants, and 


Ireland whether he can state if the the Board is in correspondence with the 
Blakeney Estate, Abbert, county Galway, ! owners. 
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Buncrana and Cardonagh Railway. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the traffic accounts of the Bun- 
crana to Cardonagh Railway and the 
Letterkenny to Burtonport Railway bave 
been settled half-yearly, as provided for 
by the Orders in Council authorising the 
construction of said lines; if he can say 
what has been the gross earnings per 
mile per week in each half-year of said 
railways; if not, what has been the cause 
of delay in settling the accounts ; whether 
the accounts, as furnished by the work- 
ing company to the Treasury or the 
Board of Works, have been accepted by 
them as satisfactory; if not, why have 
steps not been taken to compel the work- 
ing company to furnish accurate accounts ; 
and whether he can say what is the 
available surplus in each available for 
distribution between the Treasury and 
the working company after providing for 
the working expenses. 


Tne FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pIsH, Derbyshire, W.): The accounts of 
the Burtonport Railway are not made up 
for the half-years ending 3lst March and 
30th September, but for half-yearly 
periods ending 30th June and 3ist 
December in each year. The line was 
opened on 9th March, 1903, and the first 
accounts were made up to the 30th June 
following. The last accounts were for 
the half-year ended 31st December. The 
amounts of the gross earnings per mile 
per week for the period ended 30th June, 
and for the half-year ended 3lst Decem- 
ber were, respectively, £3 18s. and 
£3 14s. 10d., as shown in the printed 


accounts furnished by the Lough 
Swilly Company. The surplus of 
the gross earnings over and above 
the amount retained by the Lough 


Swilly Company for working the line, 
after payment of dividends on guaranteed 
shares, is £3,530 for the ten months 
referred to, but certain items in the 
accounts are in dispute between the 
Board of Works and the company. 
Meantime, pending a settlement, the 
surplus has not yet been apportioned. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY asked a further 
Question about working expenses, but— 
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Questions. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said, he 
could add nothing to his Answer. 


Enniskillen Post Office—Missing Postal 
Orders. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he is 
aware that a letter was posted in Lis- 
naskea, county Fermanagh, on 23rd April, 
1903, by a Mr. McBrien, of Carratistune, 
Derrylin, addressed to the Earl of Ennis- 
killen, Post Office, Enniskillen, containing 
four postal orders of 20s. each, numbered 
7s 848,480, ~°; 848,479, ~*, 259,191, and 
75 259,192, and that neither letter nor 
orders reached their destination; and, 
if so, will he investigate this affair with 
@ view of ascertaining how the orders 
were finally disposed of, and will he 
direct that the amount be refunded by 
the Department to the sender. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
StantEy, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
Representation was made by Mr. Felix 
McBrien, of Carratistune, Derrylin, that 
@ letter sent by him on 23rd April, 1903, 
to the Earl of Enniskillen at the Post 
Office, Enniskillen, had not been de- 
livered. Search was made, but no trace 
of any such letter could’be found. No 
postal order for 20s. was issued at the 
Lisnaskea Post Office on the date in 
question. The orders quoted were issued 
there on the 22nd April, and I am 
satisfied from the inquiries which have 
been made that they are not the orders 
which Mr. McBrien states were enclosed 
in the letter described. In the circum- 
stances there are no grounds on which 
I should be justified in paying the 
amount to Mr. McBrien. 


Mr. JORDAN : If I furnish the noble 
Lord with further particulars, with the 
numbers, and the handwriting of the 
postmaster, will it influence him to 
change his mind ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I shall be most 
happy to look into the question, but I 
do not say I will change my mind. 


Attempted Proselytism in the Cork 
Post Office. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-Generai whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that on 22nd June the postmaster of Cork 
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Majesty’s Coastguards, Kinsale, to visit 
the interior of the Cork Post Office, the 
postmaster himself and the telegraph 
superintendent accompanying him in his 
tour of the office, and that Commander 
Salwey distributed religious tracts among 
the staff on duty; and, if so, whether, in 
view of the fact that over 90 per cent. of 
the said staff are Catholics, he will state 
how the parties guilty of this conduct 
shall be dealt with. 


Lorp STANLEY: From the inquiry 
which has been made, I find that while 
Captain Salwey was being shown the 
telegraph office at Cork he apparently 
dropped tracts on the tables and 
on the floor unnoticed by the post- 
master or the acting superintendent 
who were accompanying him. The tracts 
were not, it appears, of a controversial 
character; and though I think Captain 
Salwey’s conduct was indiscreet, [ do not 
propose to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman see that this mal- 
practice is not pursued in future, seeing 
that it is most offensive toa large number 
of employees ? 


Lorp STANLEY : If it had been dis- 
covered in time the officials would 
certainly have stopped it. 


Mr. J. F. X. OP BRIEN : Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire as to the dis- 
tribution of leaflets of this kind, and as to 
whether it was not done in the company 
of the postmaster of Cork and the 
superintendent 4 


Lorp STANLEY: I have said that 
they were present, but they did not 
see him dropping the leaflets. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): They 
winked the other eye. 


Birthday Honours List. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury why, in the official announcement 
of the list of Birthday honours, has that 


list been intituled the Prime Minister’s | 
List; what is the reason for this new | 
departure in the form of the official 


announcement, and at whose suggestion 


{30 June 1904} 


permitted Commander Salwey of His | 


178 
and on whose responsibility has it been 
made ; and whether there is any, and, if 
so, what, precedent for the announcement 


of the list of Birthday honours as the 
Prime Minister’s List. 


Questions. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): There was 
no official announcement of the kind sug- 
gested by the hon. Gentleman. I under- 
stand that the list of honours was headed 
in one newspaper in the way suggested, 
but that is not the ordinary way, and 
certainly it had no authority from me. 


Irish Board of Agriculture—Sir Horace 
Plunkett's Positioz. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the office of Vice-President of 
the Irish Board of Agriculture is a Minis- 
terial office, held at the pleasure of the 
Crown, whose tenure depends on the 
existence of the Government of which 
the holder is a member; whether he is 
aware that the statute constituting the 
office provides that the person appointed 
thereto will not, if a Member of the 
House of Commons, vacate his seat, and 
will not be required to submit himself for 
re-election under the provisions of the 
Place Acts; whether, seeing that it is the 
duty of the Vice-President of the Agri- 
cultural Board to explain and expound in 
Parliament the policy of that Board, and 
to answer Parliamentary criticism of that 
policy on behalf of the Government, that 
since 1900 the Vice-President of this 
Board has been without a seat in either 
House of Parliament, and that the Vice- 
President himself stated shortly after the 
general election of 1900 that his absenc2 
from Parliament for any considerable 
time was not compatible with the reten- 
tion of his office, he will say if there is 
any, and, if so, what, precedent for the 
holding by a Minister of the Crown for 
a period of nearly four years of office 
without a seat in Parliament; and what 
action, if any, does he propose to take 
in this matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first Ques- 
tion is whether the Vice-President of the 
Irish Board of Agriculture would go out if 
the Ministry went out. The Answer is in 


| the‘affirmative. Then the hon. Gentleman 
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vacated in the ordinary way upon taking 
office. The answer to that is also in the 
affirmative. The hon. Gentleman asks 
me whether there is any precedent for any 
gentleman who holds Parliamentary 
office under the Crown not having a seat 
in this House. Yes, there are many pre- 
cedents. I am informed that in Mr. 
Gladstone’s and Lord Rosebery’s Govern- 
ment of 1892-4 the Attorney-General] for 
Treland was not in this House, and I have 
no reason to believe that the life of that 
Government would have been prolonged 
if he had been in the House. As regards 
the quotation from the speech of the 
Vice-President himself, it is true that he 
thought, and no doubt thinks, that he 
could perform his duties better if he were 
able in this House to deal with the 
questions that arise in connection with 
his office. I will be quite frank with the 
House. When the office was first insti- 
tuted it was undoubtedly the desire of 
the Government that the Vice-President 
should be in this House, and I think it 


would be more convenient that he should | 


be. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Why do not 
you give him a seat ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot state 
too emphatically that in my opinion the 
special qualifications of Sir Horace 
Plunkett for the duties which he carries 
out—duties which, as I am sure every 
Member of this House will admit, he has 
undertaken quite apart from ordinary 
Party politics—and the single-hearted 
ability which he has thrown into his duties 
render his case a special one. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND _ asked 
whether, in view of the Prime Minister’s 
high opinion of the services which Sir 
Horace Plunkett had rendered, and his 
opinion that he ought to be in that House, 
the right hon. Gentleran would take 
steps to have Sir Horace Plunkett selected 
as the Conservative candidate for one of 
the vacant seats. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe there 
are parts of the country where the Leader 


of the Party settles who shall represent a. 
' man did not give notice yesterday. 


constituency. I have no such desire. 
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The Licensing Bill. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I desire 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasur 
whether, having regard not only to the 
inconvenience of short notice, but also to 
the fact that on all previous occasions 
when propositions of the kind which th 
right hon. Gentleman is to make to-mo 
row have been made longer notice has been 
given, he seriously proposes to take the 
notice standing in his name to-morrow. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, J 
quite seriously propose it. I do not 
exactly understand what the right hon. 
Gentleman’s objection is. Of course, if 
there are difficulties in the way of his 
marshalling his forces in order to deal 
with the question, I should sympathise 
with him. But it is certainly not a’ 
question in regard to which elaborate 
considerations have to be worked out, or 
on which hon. Gentlemen require time 
to prepare their speeches. 


Mr. BRYCE: As Iam challenged on the 
subject I will tell the right hon. Gentleman 
why we think longer notice is necessary. 
It is because we look upon this occasion 
as one of the utmost gravity and because 
many Members of the House who have 
business engagements made long ago will 
find it very difficult to be present to- 
morrow. Among them is the Leader of the 
Opposition, who is absent at this moment. 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman, consider- 
ing that the interests of the country and 
of this House must necessarily be involved 
in this matter, whether it would not be in 
accordance with his sense of due respect 
to the House of Commons to give longer 
notice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman is labouring under 
a mistake. I have not refreshed my 
memory with the degree of notice given 
with regard to the Home Rule Bill, the 
Evicted Tenants Bill, the Education Bill, 
or the other Bills to which this process 
has been applied; but I certainly do not 
see why the inter. al which I have given 
between yesterday and to-morrow is not 
sufficient to enable hon. Members to 


_make up their minds on the subject. 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
The 
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notice only came to the knowledge of 
Members of the House this morning when 
the Papers were delivered. With regard 
to the Education Bill, the right hon. 
Gentleman gave notice at the end of a 
Friday sitting and did not take the 
Motion until the following Tuesday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman also refresh my memory 
with regard to the Evicted Tenants Bill ? 


Mr. BRYCE: My recollection is that 
considerable notice was given. 


Army 


NEW BILIS. 


VALUATION (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Law to enable the 
council of every county and county 
borough to be the sole Valuation Author- 
ity of its county or borough for all 
rateable purposes, and for Income-Tax 
and Inhabited House Duty,” presented 
by Mr. John Hutton; supported by Sir 
John Dorington and Colonel Stopford 
Sackville; to be read a second time upon 

onday, 18th July, and to be printed. 
- [Bill 249.] 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Drunkenness in Ireland, and for purposes 
connected therewith,” presented by Mr. 
Hugh Law; supported by Sir James 
Haslett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. T. 
W. Russell, and Captain Donelan; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 250.] 


SUPPLY [14TH APRIL] [15TH ALLOTTED 
Day}. 


Resolution reported. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,839,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for the Supply and Repair of 
Warlike and other Stores, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905.” 


Resolution read a second time. 
VOL. CXXXVII. 


[FourTH SERIES]. 
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*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) moved to reduce the 
sum by £10,000 in respect of artillery. 
The re-armament of the artillery with 
quick-firing guns was a matter which had 
been already discussed this session. A 
very large sum of money would be re- 
quired for the re-armament, of which none 
was asked for ‘n the present year, and 
one complaint was that the whole of the 
cost of the present year was being thrown 
on the Indian Estimates. It appeared 
that the Government were now retubing 
the existing guns and the amount by 
which he asked that the Vote should be re- 
duced was the minimum cost of the pres 
cess. The Vote inthe Estimates for guns 
and carriages this year showed a reduction 
of £500,000 and that for field artillery 
had also been considerably reduced. This 
country was to pay a certain proportion 
of the cost of re-armament next year, 
but it appeared that the heaviest portion 
of the cost was to be thrown on the 
Estimates two years hence. Looking to 
the fact that this re-armament had been 
expected for many years, that it had been 
most actively demanded by the House 
since 1899, that it had been far too long 
postponed, and that credit had been 
taken by the Prime Minister for a re- 
armament which never, as a fact, took 
place, it did seem monstrous that the 
main charge for the re-armament of the 
artillery should be thrown on the Army 
Estimates two years hence. It was a 
most improper proceeding. He noted 
also that the question of supplying field 
guns to the Volunteer and Militia artillery 
was untouched. It had been con- 
stantly pointed out to the House that we 
were behind other Powers in the matter 
of re-armament of the artillery with 
quick-firing guns. In the present war 
between Russia and Japan quick-firing 
guns had played a most important part, 
and it had been clearly demonstrated 
that any army which took the field with 
guns such as we now had would be 
lost. Although they were told the 
manufacturers were to have carte blanche, 
yet the guns would not be ready for two 
years. Both Japan and Russia, how- 
ever, had turned them out with much 
greater speed, and it seemed to him 
incredible that this country could not 
do as well. The sum he moved 


was intended to cover a large proportion 


H 
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of the cost of the retubing which was 
going on in this country, which was an 
attempt to make fit for service guns 
which were altogether superannuated— 
guns which no other Power in the world 
would put into the field. 


Army 


Amendment propose !— 

“To leave out the sum of ‘£2,839,000,’ and 
to insert the sum of ‘£2,829,000.’’’—(Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That ‘£2,839,000’ 
stand part of the said Resolution.” 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLp-ForstErR, Belfast, 
W.) said he was quite unable to under- 
stand the grave nature of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s charge in regard to the 
expenditure on new guns. It was per- 
fectly true that it was decided by him, in 
consultation with his right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State for India, that the 
expenditure on the new guns this year 
should, in the main, fall upon India. 
What was there to criticise in that 
arrangement? They could only manu- 
facture during the first year a certain 
number of guns, and where were those 
guns more likely to be wanted than in 
India? He had ascertained the output 
capacity of the firms engaged in the 
manufacture of guns, and had also taken 
into account the amount of money 
available for the purchase of the guns 
in the current year. The right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that the 
British Army was in some way worse off 
because the first guns were to go to India. 


Sm CHARLES DILKE said his point 
that day was that they had put off the 
main supply until two years hence. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said they 
had now sealed the patterns of the horse | 
aid field guns, and they had ascertained 
the number which could be manufactured 
during the current year; that would 
amount to twenty-one horse and field 
batteries. A very considerable amount 
of work, to the extent of over £100,000, 
which would contribute towards the 
completion of the guns in the next year 
to be appropriated to the Army at home, , 
would also be done. He could not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman that they 
had put off the bulk of the expenditure ' 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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on these guns till 1907. The right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested that in other 
countries the guns were manufactured 
with greater speed. He had taken great 
pains to ascertain what had been the 
exact process of re-armament in every 
other country which had re-armed, and 
he did not find that, in proportion to the 
Army they had to supply, we were 
acting in any way differently from any 
other country. They were proposing, 
and he hoped they would be able, to 
spend £1,300,000 on these guns during 
next year. They believed that the rate 
of manufacture would enable them to 
turn out a battery a week. He did not 
regard that as a low rate of manufacture, 
though he believed that, ifthey abandoned 
all their other work, and concentrated 
entirely on the manufacture of guns, it 
would be possible to slightly accelerate 
the out-put. But the question of how 
they should apportion their work was 
one which the responsible Department 
must be allowed to deal with. 
If they manufactured at the rate of a 
battery a week during next year, he 
thought they would be doing a great deal 
towards accomplishing the end they had 
in view. Even in the current year the 
manufacture of the component parts of 
the guns would be proceeded with. He 
did not know it the right hon. Gentleman 
was aware of what an elaborate process 
preceded the actual manufacture of 
guns. After the sealed pattern had been 
received, patterns had to be made not 
only for the Royal Gun Factories but also 
for private manufacturers. He was 
anxious that the guns manufactured 
this year should proceed as fast as they 
could, but he did not for a moment 
anticipate that they would to any extent 
be in advance of the estimate they had 
formed. They had made a_ very 
strenuous effort to do their duty in this 
matter. They were arranging for the 
re-armament of the whole of the horse 
and field artillery of this country, and 
the limit of time was far shorter than 
had ever been the case for such a pur- 
pose in the history of the country. He 
could conceive that a national emergency 
might arise which would make it desirable 
that we should be armed more quickly, 
and perhaps in that event progress might 
be accelerated. If the right hon. Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean could get his 
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Party, who had been greatly in favour of 
reduction of our military expenditure, 
o allow him to expend during the 
boming year more than £1,300,000, he 
fhould certainly thank him for the 
ssistance he had given and would ex- 
end the money. He would remind hon. 
Members how this money had been found 
30 other countries; in France, he be- 
ieved, the money for re-arminy the 
artillery was found almost exclusively 
rom the sale of the fortifications of 
aris. Well, London was not a fortified 
Seity and we had not got the happy 
opportunity of selling our fortifications 
and turning them into guns; the money 
jn our case had to come solidly out of the 
Army Estimates. They were doing all 
hat could reasonably be undertaken in 
he present year, and in future years 
they were contemplating the perform- 
ance of as much as the House would 
allow. 


With regard to another matter 
aised by the right hon. Gentleman, the 
armament of the Volunteer field artillery 
batteries with the new gun, there was, of 
course, a great divergence of opinion as 
to the desirability of furnishing the 
Auxiliary Forces with field guns. The 
right hon. Gentleman and he were rather 
in agreement on this matter, that we 
should utilise a portion of our Auxiliary 
Forces in the manipulation of the field 
gun. But he was bound to say that 
that was not the prevailing military 
opinion, and he thought it was not 
altogether unreasonable, as they had to 
curtail their expenditure as much as they 
could, not to expand too rapidly 
in the direction of adding to the 
Militia and Volunteer artillery. Already 
a partial experiment, however, had been 
made. A Volunteer heavy battery had 
been given the opportunity of using the 
field gun,and it was a perfectly fair 
question to ask whether they could 
develop this dedication of field guns to 
the Auxiliary Forces. But he would 
temind the House, at the same time, 
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that we were in a much better position | 


with regard to the artillery than we had 
ever beenin before. We had actually 


doubled in the last few years the number | 


of horse and field batteries, and if it 
should become necessary to diminish, 
tather than to increase, the number of the 
available infantry in th’s country, we 
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should come much nearer to the European 
computation of the proportion betwen 
the field guns and the infantry which the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite desired we 
should attain. He would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman not to accept from him 
the view that this was a closed question ; 
he did not think it was; he thought they 
would yet have to consider the question of 
how far they should entrust the field gun 
to the Auxiliary Forces. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said the right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken of turning out the new guns 
this year. He would like to ask him 
whether, when speaking of this year, he 
meant the financial year. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
financial year. They hoped in the 
current financial year to manufacture 
twenty-one batteries, and to prepare for 
the completion of a number of additional] 
batteries in the next year. 


*Srrk JOHN COLOMB: Can you give 
an approximate date when you will be in 
& position to begin turning them out ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
supposed it would be towards the end 
of this year, when the manufacturing 
firms and the Ordnance Factories would 
be in possession of the necessary plant 
and machinery. Obviously the manu- 
facturers would not be in full swing 
until they had been carrying on the 
business for some time. 


*Strn JOHN COLOMB feared there was 
a lack of perspectivein what was proposedg 
He conceived it was the duty of the House 
to grant the Government all the money 
necessary , whatever the amount, to enable 
it to proceed with all reasonable expedi- 
tion with the re-armament of the artillery, 
and he hoped that nothing would induce 
the Government to cut down a single 
shilling of the expenditure that was 
necessary for the purpose. So far as the 
Volunteer and Militia artillery was con- 
cerned he was not in agreement with the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
| Forest of Dean. He did not believe in 
supplying the Auxiliary Forces with 
| field guns if they were only liable to serve 
| in the United Kingdom. 
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Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) joined with the hon. and gallant 
Member for Great Yarmouth in insisting 
on the importance of proceeding rapidly 
with the re-armament of the artillery. He 
said the lesson, as far as they could gather 
it, of the war between Russia and Japan 
was that the superiority of the Japanese 
artillery had been the determining 
factor in every engagement. It would 
be false economy not to provide the very 
best weapon that could be got, and 
neglect of that duty meant serious danger 
to the country. It might be expensive, 
for guns soon got out of date, but still we 
were bound to supply our forces in the 
field with the best available armaments. 
As to the arming of the Volunteers with 
artillery, it was scandalous that that 
question should have been put off 
time after time. He wanted to 
point out the importance of supplying 
field guns to the Volunteer artillery. 


CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s. 
Hanover Square) said that the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean had made acharge against the War 
Office in connection with the delay in 
arming the artillery with new quick- 
firing guns. The Memorandum presented 
to the House at the commencement of 
the session by the Secretary of State for 
War set forth that the manufacture of 
the quick-firing guns and equipment was 
about tocommence. The right hon.Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War now 
told the House that the manufacture 
of these guns had conirenced and 
would be completed in three years 
time. That was exactly the time 
mentioned by his right hon. friend which 
it took the Japanese Governrent to re- 
construct their artillery armaments; and 
if, at the end of three years, our artillery 
was as good and as well served as that 
of the Japanese, he did not think we 
would have much cause to complain. 
He wished to draw attention to the 
question of the lance—— 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that he 


had only spoken specifically in respect of 
Item B. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that it would be 


more convenient if the hon. and gallant | 
Member were to make his observations. 
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on the main question rather than on this 
particular Amendment. & . 


*Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
said he sympathised greatly with the 
object of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean in proposing 
this reduction; because, on the face of 
it, he did not see why the manufacture 
of the whole of the artillery should not 
have been taken in hand at once, at any 
cost. They were, of course, cribbed, 
cabined, and confined in this matter by 
financial necessities, because they, too, 
had to draw their finances from a limited 
number of sources of taxation. He did 
not wish to go further into the question; 
but he wanted to ask the Financial! 
Secretary to the War Office exactly how 
the matter stood in regard to the orders 
for these guns. He thought that the 
hon. Gentleman, in answer to a Question 
put some time ago, stated that the orders 
for guns for the Indian Army would be 
given out as quickly as possible, and that 
they would be allocated in the propor- 
tion of two-thirds to the trade, and one- 
third to the Government arsenals. Had 
the orders been given out in these pro- 
portions? The private firms had two 
claims on the Government ; first, because 
they had been specifically asked in 
former tires to increase their means of 
production. But these means of pro- 
duction could not be made available in 
times of stress unless they were em- 
ployed in times of peace. A distinet 
and plain pledge was given in that regard 
by the present Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, by the Secretary for India, and 
confirmed by the now Secretary of State 
for War. It had recently been the fashion 
to talk o: the distress caused by the dis- 
missal of Government servants at the 
Government arsenals, but there were 
other places in the kingdom, such as 
Sheffield, where there had been no _less 
distress on account of the lack of Gov- 
ernment orders. 


THe FINANCIAL 
THE WAR OFFICE 


SECRETARY To 
(Mr. BrcmMLEY 


Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 


that the right hon. Member had asked 
for some specific information as to the 
manufacture of quick-firing guns. He 
said that the manufacture of the whole of 
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these guns should be taken in hand at | was an extra £550,000 which would be 
once without reference to cost. The spent the year after next. He thought 
hon. Gentleman below the gangway said it was hardly fair, in respect 
that the right policy was for the Govern- of a total expenditure of between 
ment to come to Parliament and ask for | £3,000,000 and £4,000,000, to say that 
any money needful to provide the guns | the bulk of the expenditure had been put 





necessary for the service of the Army 
with all reasonable expedition. 


*Mr. J. F. HOPE said that what 
he had stated was that that was an 
ideal policy. isa 

Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he quite agreed, everybody agreed, and 
he hoped the House of Commons would 
azree, that whatever it might be neces- 
sary for the War Office to ask the House 
for this purpose should be given. We 
should see, however, how that would be 
next year. He did not quite understand 
the object of the question raised by 
the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for Forest of Dean. The right hon. 
Baronet talked about throwing the ex- 
penditure on the year after next. 


, on the year after next. 


| *$rr CHARLES DILKE said that the 
| bulk of the expenditure in the year after 
| next would fall on this country. 


| 


| Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
ithat as a matter of fact next year the 
|expenditure would be £1,300,000, and 
| beyond that there would be an extra sum 
| of £550,000 although the guns would not 
‘have been completed and the year after 
| there would also be an expenditure of 
| £1,300,000. That was the programme at 
|the present time, and he did not think 
|it was quite accurate to say that the 
| bulk of the money would be spent in the 
vear after next or that there was any 
‘deliberate attempt on the part of the 


| Government to postpone asking for what 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that he | 


based himself on the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 


for War on the Estimates, and on the | 


answer to a Question that day when he 
asked the right hon. Gentlemen to specify 


what was the amount of the charge in | 


the next financial year and in the year 
after that, because the armanent was 
announced to be completed by the 31st 
March, 1907. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that during the present year, 1904-5, 


no batteries were to be made for this | 
The batteries to be made this | 
Next 


country. 
year were to be male for India. 
year the batteries were to be made for 


home, and the year after that, 1906-7, | 


under present arrangements the whole 
programme would be co npleted. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that what 
he had asserted was that the bulk of the 
money would be spent in the year after 
next. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the fact was that practically one-half of 
it would be spent next vear, and there 


money was necessary to arm the artillery. 
His hon. friend the Member for Bright- 
sile hai raised a very interesting and 
di ficult question, which, however, he 
| thought it would be rather inconvenient 
| to discuss at the present moment. What 
he could say was that the allocation of 
th> orders for guns would be made ac- 
cording to acc2pted principles, which 
‘were, as he had. said, that the 
trade reserves should be taken advantage 
| of as well as the reserves of the Govern- 
n.ent factories. But he thought that his 
hon. friend rather overstated the case 
when he said that the private firms had 
a claim on the Government. It was true 
that the Government had encouraged 
‘these firms to lay out very large sums of 
money in the provision of plant and 
| machinery as a reserve power of supply 
of armaments. The Government had 
| regarded the existence of that plant and 
| machinery as a reserve power of supply 
'and that, unless that power of supply 
| were there, it would be absolutely neces- 
| sary for the Government to provide that 
_reserve power of supply. In other words, 
ithe reserve at present existing in the 
| 


| plant and machinery at Woolwich would 
‘have to be very much larger. 
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Mr. J. F. HOPE asked if any orders 
had yet been given out to private firms. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that no orders had yet been given. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 
(Division List No. 185.) 
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Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, N.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 





TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Warner and Capt. Norton. 





Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale! O’ Dowd, John 


CoLtonEL LEGGE said he would again 
urge on the Secretary of State for War 
not to lose sight of the question of 
lances and pistols for the cavalry. 
They were abolished without due con- 
sideration; and he hoped the question 


\ 


would be reconsidered. All European 
cavalry had retained the lance. It was 
stated in the Press that the Russian 
Lancers had recently overwhelmed the 
Japanese cavalry; and that was about 


the only success which the Russians had 
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achieved during the present war. 
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the matter his best consideration. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


{COMMONS} 


He 
hoped his right hon. friend would give 
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a terrible disadvantage in the one arm 
upon which every victory in the present 
| struggle in the East had depended. 





| *Sir JOHN COLOMB desired to re- 


fordshire, Lichfield) said he wished to | peat his protest avainst the placing 


ask a question as to the 
aspect of the manner in which the 
War Office conducted its business. 
At present, the infantry and cavalry 
were being re-armed with new rifles; 
and he should like to know the 
ratio, not only in money but also in 
rifles, between the Government factories 
and private contractors. 


The 


should be taken into consideration, 


one item not allowed for was the cost of | 
the land on which the factory stood, but | 
as that would not have been very ex- | 


pensive at the time the factory was built 


a penny per rifle would probably more | 
than cover it, so that that would not | 
It was said to | 


account for the difference. 
be necessary that private factories should 
be kept going in order that in time of 
war there should be room for expan- 
sion in the supply. 
ment cut both ways. 
Small Arms Factory, the easier it woul] 
be to increase it. The Government 
factory would be able much more 
easily than a private firm to increase its 
machinery. 


Government factories; but the paying 
of 25 per cent. more should be deferred 
until the emergency arose, especially as 
a great deal of distress at present existed 
in consequence of the shortage of work 
at the Small Arms Factory. He regarded 
it as a monstrous piece of War Office 
mismanagement that this waste of money 
should go on. Every possible economy 
in War Office administration ought to be 


effected, but if millions of money were to | 
be wasted in this fashion there would be | 


no hope of securing an efficient Army at 
a smaller cost. The efficiency of the 
Army depended upon the artillery more 
than anything else, but our guns fired 
only one shot to the foreigner’s three, so 
that in the event of war we should be at 


Colonel Legge. 


It had been | 
stated that rifles could be produced at. 
the Government arsenals at about £3 a) 
piece, whereas private firms charged £4. | 
It had been suggested that interest on | 
buildings and capital and depreciation | 


But that argu- | 
The larger the | 


It would be all very well to | 
keep outside firms going if they produce] | 
the rifles at anything like the cost in the | 


financial | on the Army Estimates of the charge 


‘for submarine mines and Brennan tor- 
|pedoes. The capital expenditure on the 
| Brennan torpedo, which was ‘ntroduced 
| ten or twelve years azo, had been nearly 
/half a million of money; it hal cost 
/ something like £32,000 a year, and the 
charge under this particular item was 
£12,500. For submarine mines a sum of 
£61,000 was asked for. He protestel 
altozether azainst these methods of 
defence being charged on the Army 
Estimates. Looking at the question 
broadly, ought we not to learn a lesson 
| from the present position of Port Arthur 
with regard to submarine mines? 
He did not want to run the risk of 
having mines loose at the mouth 
of the Tha nes. He objected to 
the policy altogether. The maritime 
defence of th's country would have to be 
active ; it could not be passive, nor coul | 
it be handed over to the Army. He did 
not ask the Secretary of State to make 
| any statement on the subject, he simply 
desired to repeat the protest he had often 
male. A big principle was involved, and 
in the new Army scheme, which he hoped 
| would be carefully considered before it 
was produced, attention would have to 
be paid to the question of how far it 
was right to devote money voted for 
Army purposes to these aquatic arrange- 
ments, which he believed to be altogether 
bal in principle and absolutely m the 
wrong hands. 


*Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said the present Secretary of State for 
War was exonerated to some extent fro. 
the blame for the gross mismanagement 
which had taken place in connection 
with the supplying of the Army with a 
suitable rifle. On March 7th it was 
stated that a new rifle had been in course 
of manufacture for some time; therefore 
| the Government hai hai ample time to 
_deal with the question in a manner other 
'than that they had adopted. The fact 
| that £700,000 was to fall on the finances 
of India went to show that much of the 
'expenditure which ought really to be 


| 
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borne upon the Votes this year was 
being cast forward to subsequent years. | 
The rifle with which we fought the South | 
African War, the old Lee-Enfield, was | 
defective in sighting. That defect was 
well known to the manufacturers, but 
the rifles went through the ordinary 
inspection, and it was nobody’s duty to | 
call the attention of the Government to | 
the fact that we had rifles with defective | 
sights. The effect of that was that, 
thousands of men sacrificed their lives | 
in South Africa because they had not. 
& weapon that would shoot, and the 
widows of these men were now endea- 
vouring to keep their children out of the 
workhouse. He contended that if there 
had been effective inspection those lives 
would not have been sacrificed. The 
guilt of this lay at the door of the Gov- 
ernment, of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man was a member. But what were 
the Government doing now? The cost 
of the Lee-Enfield was about 52s., vet 
the Government were throwing away | 
the country’s money by tinkering up 
these rifles and issuing them to the 
troops as converted weapons. They | 
required in the first place new barrels 
and new sights, a new charger to simplify | 
the drop of the cartridge into the maga- | 
zine, and the extension of the magazine 
to such an extent as to hold ten cart- 
ridges, Then the body required to be | 
altered and the stock; and although 
these stocks had been knocked about in 
the South African War, and in some 
cases had had pieces of wood let in, 
these weapons were to be issued as 
converted to the troops. The original 
cost was only 52s. and this, as he under- | 
stood, was a matter of economy. What 
he wanted to know was how much this 
conversion was going to cost, because 
his contention was that these rifles were 
not worth converting. 


If the Government were guilty of 
wasting public money with regard to. 
the conversion of- these old rifles, they 
were much more so in _ connection 
with the new rifle, because what took | 
place with regard to the new rifle 
was that, although they had been in| 
the course of construction for some time, | 
at the present moment there were not 
more than 15,000 or 16,000 in existence. 
Owing to its terrible defects it was most 
unreliable. One of the great defects of 
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the new rifle was its terrible recoil, which 
was so great that he had seen large 
numbers of men afraid to shoot with it. 
To obviate the recoil the Government 
had had the barrels enlarged at the 


|muzzle with the result that no shoot- 


ing power could be got out of it. 
The shooting had become irregular. 
If India was to be supplied with seventy- 
one thousand stands of arms, there 
ought to be 60,000 of these rifles now 
realy, but owing to the in'tial mis- 
takes and the consequent experiments 


there were only 15,000 or 16,000. The 


right hon. Gentleman was, of course, 
anxious to give a fair share of this work 
to private firms, but he ventured to 
assert that if those firms followed the 
specifications given to them the result 
would be the production of a rifle which 
would not shoot. The result of all the 
investigations that hal taken place was 
that they had come back to the old 
parallel barrel with progression in the 
rifling only. If he were asked how this 
shoald be obviated and how the viewing 
should be done, his answer would be 
that the manufacturers should be made 
responsible for the barrel and that the 
viewing should be done by their foremen 
who were competent for the work. But 
what was the position with regard to the 
Small Arms Factories at Enfield ? There 
they hai some 2,500 men who had been 


| experinenting for more than a year an! 


no rifles had been issued, and if the House 
took into cons‘deration the high pay 
thes? men got, the cost of thes: rifles came 
out not at £4 but at £15 or £16 each. 
Then, with regard to the machine guns, 
he would like to know how many Maxims, 
how many Nordenfeldts, and how many 


Gardiner guns we had, and what each 


gun cost the country when obtained from 
the manufacturers as against what they 
cost when manufactured in our Small 
Arms Factories. He would also like to 
know what orders had been given for 


these various guns and to whom they 


had been given, because his contention 
was that the country’s money had been 
wasted, first by experimental processes, 
and secondly by an unfair proportion of 
orders being given to private firms. At 
the present time the Small Arms Factory 


‘at Enfield was doing one-third of the 


work it usually did, and he contended 
the orders should not be given out until 
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the Government factories were working 
at higher pressure. What had oc- 
curred? During the war the Enfield 
factory was only working at an average of 
ten hours a day whilst private firms were 
working three eight-hour shifts. It was 
clcar, therefore, that at that time advan- 
taze was not taken of the Government 
arsenals. In some departments of the 
Enfield factory there was from 50 to 
70 per cent. of the plant lying idle 
whilst large orders were going to Birming- 
ham and other places; not that he had 
any objection to orders going anywhere, 
but he had a special interest in seeing 
that the Government factories did their 
fair share of work. He disclaimed any 
intention to cast any slur on the heads 
of the factory at Enfield, who always did 
their best, but it was not, in his opinion, 
possible for any off-cial to carry out the 
work satisfactorily if he were con pelled 
to keep an experienced staff at a high 
price which he could not utilise. In this 
vear, When we were not at war, they were 
turning out at Enfield only half the 
work which they turned out in the years 
when the Lee-Enfield was being nianufac- 
tured. They had heard recently a great 
deal about the importance of artillery 
fire. What won battles was not artillery 
but rifle fire, and this was of the greatest 
importance in the class of country in 
which the British Army was usually called 
upon to operate. Notwithstanding this 
they found the Government  shirking 
their duty by not turning out the 
maximum number of rifles at Enfield 
and elsewhere, and they were not arm‘ng 
our force with the best weapon that 
could be produced. 


*Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that some people held that it did not 
matter much whether the rifle was very 
accurate or not, but that was not his 
opinion. He thought if the new rifle did 
not shoot accurately it would be a great 
pity to have a large number made before 
the rifle had been thoroughly tested. 
The great idea of the War Office 
nowadays of teaching recruits to shoot 
appeared to be to keep them snapping 
at their inspector’s eye. Probably the 
recruits got bored by this process. It 
struck him that if they wanted to teach 
men to shoot they, should begin early 
and shoot with miniature rifles, 


Captain Norton. 
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if not, even_an air-gun was better than 
the snapping business. He hoped that 
before this question was finally settled 
the rifle would be thoroughly tested 
by the Auxiliary as well as the Regular 
Forces, because, if, as reported, the rifle 
kicked considerably, it would be a fatal 
objection to its use, especially by the 
Auxiliary Forces. They had now brought 
the sights nearer together and consequent- 
ly shooting had been rendered more diffi- 
cult. He did not think that there was the 
slightest advantage in having the rifle 
shortened for infantry and mounted in- 
fantry. and in his opinion a long rifle 
was much easier to shoot with than a 
short one. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) urged 
the Secretary for War to pause before 
proceeding with the n anufacture of the 
new rifle. It was getting nore and more 
diffcult in this country to obtain suitable 
practice with the rifle owing to the 
crowded nature of these islands, and they 
had been obliged to shoot with reduced 
charges both in the Regular Army, the 
Auxiliaries, and in the rifle clubs as a 
means of getting out of the difficulty. 
All this shooting was of great and sub- 
stantial value so long as the difference 
between firing with reduced ammunition 
and a full charge was very slight. If 
they had a new rifle in which the recoil 
was greater the value of this kind of 
shooting practice would be enormously 
reduced. He took a deep interest in 
rifle clubs and he was loth to see a 
weapon adopted which would render the 
practice now being carried out in his 
part of the country of less value than it 
was at the present time, and he urged 
the right hon. Gentlen an to consider 
whether it would not be advisable to see 
that the new rifle should have as little 
recoil as possible. It might be that the 
new modei would give a less recoil, and 
if he could be assured on that point it 
would be a great relief not only to 
himself but also to all those who took an 
interest in amateur rifle shooting. 

His principaljreason for rising was to call 
attention to the extraordinary position 
in which the nation stood in regard to the 
re-arming of the artillery. It was 
perfectly true that battles were won to a 
great extent by the rifle, but it was 
no less true that they were also won toa 
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great extent by artillery ; and although 
it was a matter of controversy as to 
whether the new rifle or the old one was 
the best, there was no doubt the artillery 
of the British Army was the worst used 
by any civilised nation of any import- 
ance in the world. The position was 
so extraordinary that he ventured to ask 
the House to consider it. If they were 
asked to name the greatest military 
curiosity the reply would be that the 
richest nation in the world had the worst 
artillery. The difference between the 
artillery this country possessed and that 
possessed by the great countries with 
whom they might possibly be at war was 
not a difference of degree but of kind. 
There was a great difference in the 
velocity of the shot, in the first place; in 
the second place there was a difference 
in the fact that the ammunition was 
fixed mm one piece; and thirdly, there was 
the difference that recoil in the new gun 
was worked by a mechanical arrange- 
ment on the carriage. The consequence 
was that whereas the old gun with which 
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our Army was armed—with the solitary | 


exception of a few batteries—could only 
fire from one to two shots per minute, the 
gun which they might have had and 
which had been adopted by other 
countries fired between twelve and 


eighteen shots per minute. The Financial | 


Secretary knew from his own experience 


in the field of war how fatal it was to be | 


possessed of a gun of which a battery 
was of less value than one gun possessed 
by the enemy. 
Gentleman would give them a more 
satisfactory assurance upon this subject 


had been chosen, that it had been tested, 
and that it had shown results of a startling 
nature. 
others who saw the trials, they were in- 
formed, were wholly and entirely con- 
vinced that the danger they ran in not 
adopting this quick-firing gun was very 
great. On the 7th March they were told 
that the manufacture of this gun would 
begin within a month of that date. Some 
three and a half months had since elapsed, 
and not only had the manufacture of this 
gun not commenced but no orders for it 
had been'fgiven. No doubt the right 


| this gun only a few weeks ago. 


He hoped the right hon. | 
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hon. Gentleman was determined that they 
must have a good gun, but they had been 
stopped by considerations of economy so 
misplaced as to be absolutely deplorable. 
He was perfectly certain that if the right 
hon. Gentleman could say that the 
matter would receive immediate attention, 
and would ask the Opposition to permit. 
& sum to be voted to re-arm the Army 
in this country and in India with a quick- 
firing gun, the Government would receive 
the unanimous consent of the House and 
the country. The men in the artillery 
felt the inferiority in which this wealthy 
country was placed in this respect. In 
South Africa our Army was in the strange 
position of being, not only out-ranged, 
but outnumbered owing to the enemy 
possessing quick-firing guns. They 
were told the other day that the 
Gatling guns out-ranged ourown. They 
were told also tha the guns used by the 


| Boers in South Africa, and those used 


by the Chinese out-ranged our own. He 
submitted that the country and the 
Army did not wish to be any longer 
trifled with in this matter. They were 
assured that the re-armament of the Army 
would be commenced when the gun was. 
chosen. The gun was chosen ten months. 
ago and no order had yet been given. 
The gun was tried, and the late Com- 
mander-in-Chief decided that no sub- 
stantial improvement could be made. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he saw 
It had 
only then been decided which of the com- 
peting guns should be adopted. The 


| delay was due to the further investigation 
than he had given up to the present as to | 
What efforts were being made to remedy | 
this extraordinary state of affairs. On the | 
7th ofMarchthey were assured thatthe gun | 


of the merits of the weapons by the com- 
mittee who had been dealing with it. 


Mavor SEELY said:he knew that no 
blame attached to the right hon. Gentle- 


| man, but the fact was that whereas this 


All the artillery experts and | 


gun was decided upon, in substance, ten 
months ago, constant delay, had occurred 
in regard to the matter of breech arrange- 
ments. The matter had been delayed 
and delayed, and he challenged denial 
when he said that the real reason for 
this had been that £3,250,000 was an in- 
convenient sum to spend, He knew that 
was not the view o the Secretary of 
State for War. It had been the view in 


the past, and he thought both sides of 


the House were with him when he asked 
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given that this vital matter would be no correspondingly lessened. 


longer delayed. 


Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) said he 
wished to ask the Financial Secretary 
one or two Questions. On page 61 of 
the Estimates, Vote 9, under heading 


“G. Equipment Stores,’ harness and. 


saddlery for 1904-5 showed a decrease 
of £37,000, accoutrements a decrease 
of £90,000, and transport vehicles 
a decrease of £75,000, as compared with 
the amounts in the preceding year. Was 
there such a surplus of these articles at 
the close of the war as to warrant these 
reductions, or was it the intention to 
permanently diminish the quantities kept 
in store? The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee had before them evidence that there 
was a great lack of saddles during the 
latter part of the war. The saddles sent 
out for the Yeomanry were described 
as unfit for any man to sit on, and others 
were bought up on the veldt almost, or 
anywhere in South Africa. The saddles 
which were sold hai fetched almost 
ridiculous prices. He assumed from the 
amount of the appropriation-in-aid, which 
was very little different from that of last 
year, that the sales of stores in South 
Africa were very nearly concluded. 
That made him all the more anxious to 
know what was the cause of the diminu- 
tions in the amounts taken this year for 
the stores to which he had referred. 


*CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said he 
was astonished that the Secretary of State 


for War ha denied that the new rifle had | 


more recoil than the old one. It was 
the “kick” that the men felt, and many 
& man would not shoot, if he could pos- 
sibly avoid doing so, on account of the 
“kick.” It seemed to him to bea physical 
impossibility not to increase the recoil of 
the rifle if, with a lighter barrel, the same 
‘class of powder were used. He wished 
to have anexplanation of that. The new 
rifle might even be very much worse in 
‘some respects than the old one. 
perience had been that weapons were very 


Hisex-| «f Beate for War would not saccifice 


nearly always enhanced in value as the | 


length of the barrel wasincreased. There 
was greater distance between the 
sights of the weapon, and, therefore, 
it was easier to aim. On_ the 
other hand, when the length of the 


Major Seely. 
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The figures 


_which had lately been published on the 


| subject were against the theory of the 


Secretary of State for War that the 
“kick ” was not greater. He believed that 
what had been done was to put six or eight 
years modern improvements into the new 
rifle, but they might make away with 
these improvements by taking five inches 
off the length of the rifle. The latest 
model of any rifle ought to be the best, 
but that did not always happen, because 
sometimes people were foolish. In this 
case it was possible that the shortening 
of the rifle might do away with 
the good effects of the improve- 
ments. Lord Roberts was entitled to 
his opinion, but for his own part 
he would sooner have the opinion of 
people who hai experimented with the 
weapon than the opinion of the greatest 
general, even that of Napoleon or 
Wellington, as to the class of arms best 
suited for the service. He had the 
greatest distrust of the shortening of the 
rifle. It seemed to hima very extra- 
ordinary thing if the War Department 
was without the best type of quick-firing 
artillery. It was, however, a very hard 
thing to get. He differed from the hon. 
Member for tho Isle of Wight, who said 
that quick-firing depended partly on load- 
ing and partly on the recoil. The load- 


ing had very little todo with it. Any 
gun could be loaded quickly. it was en- 


tirely a question of checking the recoil. 
It was no use spending all this money if 
they were not to get a really good rifle. 
He thought that 5,000 of the new rifles 
should be distributed not only in the 
Army, but among the Militia and Volun- 
teers, so that the weapon could be 
thoroughly tested by impartial men. 


CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) sail that as to the length of the 
barrel, when he was in the Rifle Brigade 
they were always told that the rifle with 
a long barrel was the best for aiming at 
long distances. He hoped the Secretary 


efficiency in the new weapon in order to 
get a rifle which was convenient to be 
carried on horseback by cavalry and 
mounted infantry. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said, in 
regard to the Question put by the right 
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no intention permanently to reduce the 
equipment stores. Hon. Gentlemen had 
drawn attention to the new guns and the 
new rifles. He was not qualified to speak 
of the new guns, but he thought that 
everybody admitted that there was a 
deficiency in the quick-firing guns. 


Masor SEELY: The only deficiency 
in the new guns is that they are not there. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that with reference to the new rifle, it 


must at once be admitted that the ' 


shortening of the barrel would probably 
increase the recoil. But he did not think 
that ought to cover the whole question, 
because it was equally obvious that there 
were compensating advantages, such as 
the lightness and handiness of the rifle. 
Experiments had been made in shooting, 
and in another place the figures had been 
given. At 500 yards the long rifle—i.e., 
the old rifle, beat the short rifle by 05 
per foot; at 600 yards the short rifle 
beat the long by ‘09 per foot; at 1,0C0 
yards the long rifle beat the short by ‘17 
per foot; at 1,500 yards the short rifle 
beat the long by ‘68 per foot; and at 
1,700 yards the short rifle beat the long 
by ‘09 per foot. The firing was from the 
shoulder. He would put it no higher 
than this, that the shooting of the rifles 
appeared to be equal, and when to that 
was added the compensating advantages 
of the short rifle, he thought there was no 
doubt that the new rifle would be a very 
great improvement. The cost of 
the conversion of the old rifle was £2 5s. 
the cost of the new rifle being £3 10s. and 
the converted rifle was not inferior to the 
new Trifle. 


A question of principle had been 
raised in regard to the employment of 
the trade for the manufacture of rifles. 
It seemed that that was alleged some- 
times as a labour, and sometimes as an 
economical, grievance. It was not a 
labour grievance at all, however, for it 
did not make the slightest difference to 
the body of British working men whether 
the wages paid for work done were paid 
in Enfield, Sheffield, Newcastle, or else- 
where. It made a difference, of course, 
to the workmen at Woolwich or Enfield; 
that, however, was not a labour grievance 
but a local grievance. Trouble had be- 
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fallen that particular branch of labour 
with the reduction of employment that 
came at the end of the great inflation 
which prevailed during the South African 
War. It was not only at Enfield that 
there had been distress. He was told 
that at the present time there were 10,000 
men fewer employed upon Government 
work in private firms than during the 
war. It was fair that these facts should 
be considered, when it was suggested that 
an injustice had been done to the locality 
at Enfield or at Woolwich, because 
the Government had pursued a policy 
not of its own creation, but approved by 
its predecessors for many years past. It 
was not the case that in regard to rifles 
an undue proportion of the work had been 
given to private firms; on the contrary, 
the general principle had been departed 
from in favour of the factories. He was 
convinced that it was right and proper 
as @ general principle that the Govern- 
ment should rake use of private establish- 
ments which had spent large sums in 
laying down plant and machinery in 
reserve for emergencies and crises when- 
ever they might arise. If the Govern- 
ment plant was to be kept fully employed 
by taking away from the trade their pro- 
portion of the work, then private firms 
would certainly reduce their plant to the 
level of their own requirements. But 
there must be a reserve, and in that case 
the Government would be forced to have- 
an enormously increased reserve at 
Enfield and at Woolwich. He was not 
in a position to say exactly what pro- 
portion of rifles were given to private 
firms and what proportion were 
made in Government factories, but he. 
thought it was about half and _ half. 
He had figuzes which showed that there 
had been a great reduction in the number 
of men engaged on Government work by 
private firms. One firm which employed 
4,602 men on Government work during 
the war now only employed 3,209; 
another firm which had been employing 
1,400 men now only employed 700; in a. 
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' third there was a decrease from 2,700 men 


to 400 men. He had expressly indicated 


‘that this question could not be confined 


to rifles only. It was a question of 
policy and principle. Altogether, he was 


| informed that 10,000 fewer men were now 


engaged in Government work than were 
employed during the war. It was fair 
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that the fact should be considered when 
hon. Members suggested that an injustice 
was being done to certain localities 
because the Government had pursued a 
policy which had been approved by their 
predecessors. 


Army 


Captain NORTON said he accepted 
the policy asa whole; but, in his opinion, 
an undue proportion of rifle work had 
been given to private contractors. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he was glad to know that the 
hon. Gentleman accepted the policy. 
The reduction of the men employed by 
private firms in Government work showed 
that the general principle had not been 
departed from. He was laying down a 
general principle, which he was convinced 
was sound, namely, that it was right and 
proper that the Government should 
make use of private contractors who had 
laid out very large sums in providing 
plant and machinery in order that they 
might be a reserve in periods of crises. 
It was suggested that it was an injustice 
to the localities that the Government 
should keep plant and machinery lying 
idle, while they gave orders to private 
firms. [Let him press that contention to 
its logical conclusion. If the Govern- 
ment factories were to be fully employed, 
the private firms would reduce their 
machinery, and the Government would 
be, as a consequence, obliged to put in 
at ‘Enfield and Woolwich an enormous 
reserve of plant and machinery and that 
would be a perpetuation of the evil. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
what was the ratio of rifle work in 


money and rifles as between Government | 


factories and private firms. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said he | 


could not state that at the moment; but | 
he thought he was right in saying that it | 
was half and half. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked | 


if that was money or rifles. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said | 
it was the value of the production. 


* CoLoNEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 


field) said that that was a very important | 


Mr. Bromley Davenport. 
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question, because the rifle produced in 
the Government factories cost £3 10s. 64., 
whereas the rifle produced by private 
firms cost £4 10s., which meant some 30 
per cent. more. ; 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he did not mean money in that sense at 
all. He thought the hon. Member was 
calling attention to the conversion of the 
old rifles, not to new rifles. 





Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
if the conditions as to the time allowed 
were the same. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the contract for the rifles would termin- 
ate at the end of 1905. 


*Sitr CHARLES DILKE said that the 
hon. Gentleman had not answered the 
question put by his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Isle of Wight in regard to the 
delay in proviling the guns. 


*CoLoneL BOWLES said that the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
suggested that the Government did not 
include rent or interest on money in 
the price of the rifle manufactured by the 
Government. It was not quite fair to 
put it in that way, because in all those 
accounts @ certain amount had been 
allowed for all such charges. In con- 
sidering this matter, the House, in order 
to be perfectly fair as between the 
Government factories and private firms, 
shoald understand what the cost of the 





rifles really was. He thought that the 


price now given to the trade was excessive. 


He agreed that a large proportion of the 
work should be given to the trade, as it 
both stimulated the Government factories 

‘and the trade; but it was right that the 
country should have some guidance as 
'to the price that was being paid; and he 
_ hoped that the Government factories 
|would be given an opportunity of pro- 
ducing their figures as well as private 
firms. 


_ $m CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
\ford) said that, as an old musketry in- 
| structor, he did not think that there was 
‘much fault to be found with the new 
| rifle. It was better balanced, was easier 
to handle, and had a lower trajectory. 
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He did not understand the objection of; 2. Sec. 1. ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member | £3,044,200, be granted to His Majesty, 
for the Forest of Dean to the retubing , to defray the Expenses of the Personnel 
of the old guns. That was really a/ for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, 
matter of economy. He should like to | &c., including the cost of Establishments 
refer to the weight of the cavalry saddles, | of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
bridles, and swords. He could not con- | and Abroad, which will come in course 
ceive any worse or more useless weapon | of payment during the year ending on 
than the cavalry sword. It was badly | the 3lst day of March, 1905.” 

balanced ; it was heavy where it should; 3. gee. 2. “ That a sum, not exceeding 


be light, and light where it should be | ¢5 062.800, be granted to His Majesty, 
heavy. He would prefer to fight a man | to defray the Expense of the Matériel 
with a broomstick rather than with such | fo, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, 
aweapon. He could not understand why go. including the cost of Establishments 
the saddles and bridles were made so enor- | of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
mously and ridiculously heavy. They | and Abroad, which will come in course 
were, it was true, better than they used | of payment during the year ending on 
to be; but that was not saying much. | the 3ist day of March, 1905.” 

The bridles had pounds of steel which 
were quite unnecessary; and that also 
applied to the saddles. It was said that 
the heavier they were the longer they 
would last. That was perfectly true; 
but if it were carried to its logical con- 
clusion, they might be made heavier and 


4. “That a sum, not. exceeding 
| £2,428,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
|defray the Expense of Victualling and 
| Clothing for the Navy, including the cost 
'of Victualling Establishments at Home 
| and Abroad, which will come in course of 
heavier until they would last forever, | Payment during the ged ending on the 
but then an elephant would be required | 31st day of March, 1905. 

to carry them. That was really no ° 5. ‘‘ Thatasum,notexceeding £293,000, 
argument at all. Although the weight be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
had been considerably reduced, yet, at ; Expense of Medical Services, including 
present, a dragoon rode at eighteen | the cost of Medical Establishments at 
stone, and a hussar, who was supposed | Home and Abroad, which will come in 
to be a light cavalry man, at fourteen | course of payment during the year ending 
stone. There was an immense amount | 0n the 31st day of March, 1905.” 

of hide-bound red tape which prevented | 6, “ Thata sum, not exceeding £15,500, 
the weight being reduced. The obvious | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
thing was that the kit and the cooking tins | Expense of Martial Law, including the 
should not be carried onthe horse. They | cost of Naval Prisons at Home and 
should be carried on squadron carts. ! Abroad, which will come in course of 
If that were done the cavalry would be | payment during the year ending on the 
infinitely more mobile ; and he ventured | 3) st day of March. 1903.” 

to suggest to the mind of the intelligent | ; 


Secretary of State for War that that|. © “That —_— not exceeding £72,600, 
would make the cavalry more useful. be granted to His Majesty, base defray the 
: Expenses of Scientific Services, which 
Resolution agreed to. will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 

aa 1905.” 
SUPPLY [12ru Aprir]. 8. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £404,500, 


be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 

Expenses of the Royal Naval Reserve, 

NAVY ESTIMATES, 1904-5- the Royal Fleet Reserve (including Sea- 

1. “That a sum, not exceeding | men Pensioner Reserve), and the Royal 

£3,646,000, be granted to His Majesty, Naval Volunteers, &c., which will come 

to defray the Expense of Naval Arma- | 2 Course of payment during the year end- 
ments, which will come in course of | "8 0n the 31st day of March, 1905.” 


payment during the year ending on the 9. “That a sum, not exceeding £444,000, 
31st day of March, 1905.”’ be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 


Resolutions reported. 
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Expense of various Miscellaneous Effec- | 
tive Services. which will come in course | 
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of payment during the year ending on the | 
_alty was stated. There were only one or 


31st day of March, 1905.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£796,200, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Half Pay, Re- 
served, and Retired Pay, to Officers of 
the Navy and Marines, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1905.” 

ll. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£353,300, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of Civil Pensions 
and Gratuities, which will come in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March, 1905.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That this House doth agree with the 
Commiteee in the said Resolution.” 
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| poned to a later date, and he did not pro- 
| pose to go into that matter now, but to 
wait until the new policy of the Admir- 


two points to which he would call atten- 
tion. One was the question of boilers. 


*Mr. SPEAKER was understood to 
rule that the question of boilers could not 


be raised upon this Vote. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
that in Committee of Supply the Com- 
mittee had been allowed to discuss 
the whole question on this particular 


| Vote but if Mr. Speaker ruled that he 


was out of order in discussing it now he 
would reserve what he had to say on 
that point. What he really wished to 
do, so far as Mr. Speaker’s ruling would 


_ permit, was to call the special attention 
_of the House to the unique circumstances 


under which this Vote was being taken 
this year. One of the most remarkable 
examples of the way in which the 


financial control of this House was being 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun-_ 


dee) complained that these Naval Votes 
had rather suddenly been sprung upon 
the House ; that two days ago the Prime 
Minister had stated that he only proposed 
to take Votes 1 and 8, and therefore he 
(Mr. Robertson) moved that this par- 
ticular item be postponed, and that the 


following Votes. 


*THe SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said he consented to the Motion. 


Motion 
the debate be now adjourned ”—(Mr. 
Edmund Robertson)—put, and agreed to. 


made, and Question ‘“ That | 


‘found that a large 


curtailed was that after the House had 
limited by its Rules the number of days 
on which Supply was to be discussed they 
portion of the 
time allotted for the discussion of Supply 
was taken up by the discussion of private 
business. The Government was not 
responsible for this, nor was the official 


whose duty it was to regulate private 


same course should be taken with the euleaeen te Slee Mouse. 


‘complaint with 


He made no 
regard to it and 


merely desired to point out that on every 


/occasion when Supply 


was to be dis- 
cussed—_— 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that this subject 
was not relevant to the Vote under dis- 


| cussion. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday | 


next. 
Second Resolution. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said | 
with regard to the subject matter of this | 


Vote he might remind the House that | this Resolution. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was induced to mention the fact because 


| of the circumstance that a great portion 


of the time of the Evening Sitting was to 


_ be occupied by the discussion of a private 


| Bill. 


What he wanted to know, in the in- 
terest of public business. was what would 
_be the exact financial result of passing 
The House must remem- 


when the Naval Votes were last before | ber that this Resolution had been suddenly 
the Committee of Supply the serious dis- | | sprung upon it, and that in answer to an 
cussion as to the naval programme of | inquiry he made, it was stated that it 
the year was by general consent post- | 


was necessary for Treasury reasons. That 
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immediately pat him on the scent of his 


right hon. friend the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer. The real reason why this 
Vote was to be passed to-day was that it 
would enable the Admiralty to get hold 
of money which had been granted for 
other purposes, by the one Consolidated 
Fund Act that had been passed this 
session, for naval purposes. Few Members 
of Parliament were aware of the fact re- 
cently stated by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that under the Public Accounts 
an? Charges Act of 1891 it was possible to 
direct to Navy or Army purposes money 
voted by the House for Civil Service 
purposes. He might be permitted to say 
that the monev granted at the beginning 
of the session for Naval Supply amounted 
to about twelve weeks supply, while that 
for the Army was about three weeks 
supply, and that for the Civil Services 
about twenty-three weeks supply. It 
might very well be that the naval money 
was now exhausted because they were now 
told that the large sum grant2d in the 
beginning of the year for Civil Serv:ces 
would have to be made available for the 
Naval Vote. That was a matter that 
was well worth the serious considera- 
tion of the House, because it was 
owing to that fact that the House 
now found itself in this extraordinary 
position. Everything would be legitimised 
if ‘these Resolutions were followed by 
Resolutions of Wavs and Means to provide 
the money, and by the setting up of a new 
Consolidated Fund Bill. ‘hat was an 
old constitutional practice of the House 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
understood as well as anvbody. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he failed to see 
how this subject could be raised on the 
Resolution now before the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said his 
point was that the passing of these 
Resolutions woul! have a most unusual 
consequence unless followed by the 
practice which he had indicated. It 
would mean the allocation of money 
sranted for one purpose to quite a 
different purpose. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) asked 
whether the Committee were not entitled 
to information from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to whether if they passed 
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this Resolution there was any security 
that the money would be expended on the 
purposes for which it was voted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: said that that point 
could not be raised on the question of 
whether or not the sum mentioned was 
one which ought to be voted for the pur- 
pose named in the Resolution. He 
would not raise any objection to a Ques- 
tion being asked and answered across the 
floor of the House, but he was bound to 
object to a discussion as to what was 
the legal and constitutional method of 
ultimately dealing with the Supply, 
whether by a Consolidated Fund Bill, 
by the Appropriation Bill at the end 
of the session or by a Resolution under 
the Act of 1891. The question here was 
whether the suin named was a proper 
sum to be granted. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) asked 
whether it was not open to his hon. 
friend to point out the inconvenience of 
the Co nmittee voting this sum of money 
for a particular purpose when there was 
reason to believe it would be applied to 
another purpose. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) thought the point 
the hon. Member desired to raise had 
reference to the effect of Section 2 (1) of 
the Public Accounts and Charges Act, 
1891, and he submitted that that was 
not a matter that could be discussed in 
Committee of Supply or on Report. 
The course of action was laid down by 
statute and the action of the Treasury 
was in pursuance of the statute. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
pointed out that the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman was the con- 
verse of the argument of the hon. 
Member for Dundee, whose complaint 
was that money already capable of being 
issued under the Act of 1891 would be 
issued for this service if the Resolution 
were voted. Was it not pertinent to the 
passing of the Resolution that the House 
should consider what its effect would be ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it would not be 


pertinent to inquire whether, after the 


money was granted, it was likely the 
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Treasury would act legally or illegally in 
appropriating money for the purposes 
named in the Resolution. That question 
did not arise on the Vote in Committee 
of Supply or on Report. 


Na vy 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES ssaid_ the 
question of the Treasury acting legally 
or illegally did not arise. There was no 
Question that the Treasury could legally 
take money voted for the Civil Service, 
and, if this Resolution were passed, apply 
it to the purposes of the Navy; and that, 
he believed, was the objection entertained 
by the hon. Member opposite to the pass- 
ing of the Resolution. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that made it 
quite clear that the question referred to 
by the hon. Member for Dundee could 
not arise on the Resolution, as the sug- 
gestion was simply that something would 
take place which was perfectly legal under 
an Act of Parliament. The hon. Member 
was finding fault with that Act. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
was extremely difficult to state the point 
he desired to make. He did not challenge 
the law as stated by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. What he wanted to 
point out was that on the facts of the 
present year the passing of this 
Resolution would have serious conse- 
quences. Money granted for the Civil 
Service in the first Consolidated Fund 
Act might, would, and must be applied 
by the Government to purposes other 
than that for which it was voted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [I still think that 
this is not in order on this Resolution. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
had nearly finished all he intended to 
say on the matter, and he thanked 
Mr. Speaker for the consideration he 
had shown him. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) called 
attention to the manner in which a man 
permanently injured in the service of the 
Admiralty had been treated by the 
Department. The Admiralty had a 
scheme, to which the employees had 
assented, by which they contracted out 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
The man to whose case he desired to 


Mr. W. C. Gully. 
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refer had been permanently injured 
through a piece of timber falling on his. 
head, and the Admiralty, instead of giy- 
ing the man a pension or compensation 
in accordance with their agreement— 
under which persons permanently dis- 
abled were promised 4ths of their 
last emoluments—had simply made him 
an allowance for six months, at the end 
of which period the case was to be 
further considered. The accident hap- 
pened sixteen months ago and he sub- 
mitted that the Admiralty ought now 
to deal with the case in the manner pro- 
vided for by the agreement. There was. 
no doubt whatever as to the total and 
permanent disablement, and it was 
extremely hard that the sufferings of the 
man should be aggravated by the anxiety 
and worry connected with the uncertainty 
of the future. If the workman was ina 
position to lodge a complaint with the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, an inquiry 
would be held, and the power of con- 
tracting out withdrawn from the Admir- 
alty. The matter was a most important 
one as the case was merely typical of 
many, and he would be glad to hear the 
Admiralty’s explanation of the business. 
He wished to raise another question. A 
couple of months ago he pointed out the 
rental conditions of Devonport and that 
it would be only fair to make the same 
arrangements there as appertained in 
London by which the police received 
lodging allowance on a scale according to 
the conditions of the rent they had to 
pay. The Home Secretary gave an 
undertaking that he would have an in- 
quiry held by the Chief Commissioner of 
Police, and that if what he had stated 
was found to be true he would make 
allowance as in the Metropolis. He had 
given the Home Secretary three hours 
notice that the question was going to be 
raised, but the right hon. Gentleman had 
not vet arrived in the House. Under 
those circumstances he did not know 
what his rights would be. Had he to 
continue speaking until the right hon. 
Gentleman came in? [An Hon. MEMBER: 
You had better not sit down.] Mean- 
while he would turn to another question, 
there were a considerable number of dis- 
charges going on in Devonport dockyard, 
He believed about 200 men had been 
under notice during the last two or three 
weeks. It might possibly be due tosome 
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adjustment between one branch and 
another. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: That is the fact. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he _ had 
mentioned all he desired to say and he 
did not wish to waste the time of the 
House by killing time until the Home 
Secretary should arrive. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman might treat 
the House with more consideration. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he would ask 
his right hon. friend to give a reply to 
the question when he came in. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) said he had_ received some 
correspondence upon the same subject 
and perhaps his right hon. friend would 
be able to tell him whether the matter 
had been considered. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AxkeERs- 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
had made inquiries in Devonport and 
other dockyards into the circumstances 
in which the police had to find accommo- 
dation. On the whole the rent did not 
seem to press so heavily on the men in 
these stations as it did in London, but 
their was it seemed to him sufficient 
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then. They were told eariy in the 
session that the naval programme'might 


have to be modified, and he pointed out 


reason for extending the minimum allow- | 


ance granted in London of Is. 6d. per 
week to such cases in the dockyards as 
came within the same conditions as 
governed the grant in London. He saw 
no reason why the dockyard police 
should be treated differently, and he 
was ready to apply the same regulations 
under the same conditions as applied in 
London, e.g., that the men lived in 
approved quarters near their work and 
necessarily paid 6s. a week and upwards 
for rent. 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked for a 
short statement as to the views 
of the Government in regard to the 
naval programme which was laid before 
the House at the begining of the year. 
lt was more than two months since the 
Vote was passed in Committee of Supply, 


at that time that it was unwise fron a 
financial point of view, when grave 
problems in naval warfare in the Far 
East were being solved, to commit this 
country irretrievably to the full pro- 
gramme of construction, which was 
exceedingly costly, and in regard to 
which they were not absolutely clear that 
they had arrived at the best possible 
type. He alluded in particular to the 
expenditure recommended this year, 
amounting to over £3,000,000, upon th» 
three battleships of the ‘“‘ King Edward 
VII.” type which they were told were of a 
type that the Admiralty did not originally 
intended to adopt, but which at the 
last moment they resolved to build. In 
regard to the scouts built within the last 
two or three years that seemed to him to 
be a rather rash form of expenditure. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: That question wil 
come up under a subsequent Vote. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he was only 
going to say that this was another 
illustration of the way in which the 
Admiralty was apt to commit itself some- 
what rapidly to a form of construction 
which would entail a very large expendi- - 
ture before they were satisfied that it 
was the best form of ship to construct. 
This caused them to be suspicious of the 
way the Admiralty undertook large ex- 
penditure. He wished to know whether 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
during the present session state if the 
naval programme was going to be 
modified in any degree, and, if so, would 
he also say in what way it was going to 
be modified. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said there had 


been a good many changes backwards 


' and forwards with regard to Wei-hai-Wei. 


He noticed on page 120 of the Navy 
Estimates an expenditure of £500 for a 
King’s Harbour Master and Naval Exe- 
cutive Officer at Wei-hai-Wei. That 
seemed to indicate that Wei-hai-Wei was 
now being treated as a dockyard port. 


‘He understood that the fortifications had 
and more than three months since the | 
Navy Estimates were la‘d before the 
House,and a good deal had happened since | 


been put an end to, and the only 
establishment there at the present 
moment was a naval hospital. In the 
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explanation given by the First Lord of 
the Admiralty it was said that coaling 
accommodation had been provided at 
Wei-hai-Wei, but they had not been in- 
formed as to that provision. He was 
aware that the difficulty was that the 
entranc2 to Wei-hai- Wei was very broad, 
and could not be effectively closed against 
torpedo attacks ; and therefore he thought 
the House ought to be informed with re- 
gard to the provision of coaling accom- 
modation at Wei-hai-Wei. He wished to 
know if any change had come about as to 
the use which was to be made of thatplace. 
The appointment of a King’s Harbour 
Master seemed to indicate something 
more had been contemplated. 


Navy 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that in regard 
to the case mentioned by Mr. Kearley he 
was sorry he had not given notice. ‘The 
hon. Gentleman mentioned the case 
some time ago in the Lobby. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I gave notice to the 
Civil Lord in writing. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said it was impossible 
to remember for several months the 
details of a case of this kind. These 
cases must be dealt with on their merits, 
and it was impossible to lay downa 
general rule. Each case was gone into 
most carefully. There was every desire 
that an emplovee should get something, 
certainly not worse, but slightly better, 
than he was entitled to under the Act. He 
was sure the Ciyil Lord would look into 
this particular case, and send a report 


to the hon. Member. With regard to 
the point raised by the right hon. 


Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean the King’s Harbour Master there 
had the control of the whole water area, 
and he had no special connection with the 
hospital or the coaling station. TheAdmir- 
alty were responsible for the berthing of all 
ships at Wei-hai-Wei whether they were 
Admiralty ships or other shipping, and 
therefore it was necessary to appoint a 
King’s Harbour Master and that was the 
reason why he was appointed. With regard 
to the coaling station he explained it to the 
House two years ago. The amount of 
coal kept at Wei-hai- Wei was 6,000 tons. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: But this is 


a new matter this year in the statement 
Sir Charles Ditke. 
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of the First Lord accompanying the 


Estimates. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that was the 
same matter. He believed that the 
accommodation hai now been completed 
although it was not completed at the 
time the statement was issued. There 
had been no variation from the statement 
in regard to providing accommodation for 
6,000 tons of coal. The question of the 
hospital was at this moment being 
considered. The state of affairs in the 
Far East might altogether change the situ- 
ation there, and therefore no expenditure 
at the present moment was being incurred 
there and the matter had been hung up. 
He might say, in answer to the definite 
question of the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
that no change in the programme already 
announced was contemplated—namely, 
two battleships, four armed cruisers, and 
fourteen destroyers. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Third Resolution. 


Mr. EVMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was sorry to be under the necessity of 
addressing the House again, but what he 
had to say about shipbuilding was more 
relevant to Section 2 than Section 1. He 
for one, and the hon. Member for East 
Perthshire for another, refused to admit 
that the assent of Parliament had been 
given to the new construction programme 
of the vear. It had never been discussed. 
It was put off to another occasion two 
and a half months ago. He thought it 
was right that the discussion of the new 
progranme should come late rather 
than early in the year. They were all 
agreed that they should abstain irom dis- 
cussing new construction on Sections | 
and 2, and that it should be brought up 
formally on Section 3. ‘This was the 
30th of June, and there was still a month 
available for discussing the Vote. They 
were promised a day for that Vote. He 
was perfectly certain that an opportunity 
would be afforded to the House for 
the discussion of the new naval 
prozramme, but with the Speaker 
in the Chair it would be a hopeless 
failure. It could not be properly dis- 
cussed except in Committee, when hon. 
Gentlemen could speak more than once, 
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and when they could be answered as 
often as might be necessary. He only 
wanted on this occasion to say that he 
thought they ought to know something 
now about the overdue Report of the 
Boiler Committee. There was a Boiler 
Committee still sitting dealing with the 
problem of boilers, and perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman would tell the Committee 
whether any Report had been presented, 
and, if so, whether it would be submitted 
to the House. He had pressed the hon. 
Gentleman, by means of Questions 
addressed to him, several times for the 
report of the Court of Inquiry into the 
loss of the Submarine A 1. They had 
abstained from discussing this matter 
while the Court was sitting, but the 
inquiry had now been completed, and he 
thought the House was entitled to have 
the report of that Court. If the report 
was confidential something as a substitute 
for it ought to be produced. His hon. 
friend the Member for East Perthshire 
had alluded to the new class of vessels 
called scouts. There had been a great 
deal of alarmist literature appearing lately 
on the subject, and he thought it might 
be useful if the hon. Gentleman were to 
give the House some reassuring declara- 
tion as to the fitness of this class of 
vessel for the purpose for which it was 
designed. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said there was 
no doubt that the Report of the Boiler 
Committee had been in the hands of the 
Admiralty for a considerable time, and 
there was no reason why it should not 
have been published at least a month 
ago. It had been stated, not in the 
authorised quarters, but in that portion 
of the Press which deal twith naval ques- 
tions, that there was considerable differ- 
ence of opinion in the Admiralty as to 
the best class of boiler to adopt. It had 
been said that as the result of the trials 
which had taken place the new First Sea 
Lord took a wholly different view from 
that taken by the Controller of the 
Navy, though he did not in the least 
believe that there was any foundation 
for that statement. As the statement 
had been made, ani as the Report of the 


Boiler Committee had been ready fora, 


considerable tise, it would be wise to 
tive to the House the authorised opinions 
of those gentlemen, and if necessary a 
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note from the Admiralty themselves on 
that Report, because all sorts of un- 
authorised stories were going about. 
The friends of each class of boilers had 
their say, and all this could be put an 
end to by the publication of the Report. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the in- 
troduction of the new class of scouts was 
the most important departure the 
Government had taken for many a long 
day. He asked for information in regar 
to the new vessels. If they were suc- 
cessful they would entirely obviate the 
necessity of subsidising the merchantfleet. 
They were contrived and designed for 
the sole purpose of replacing the 
merchant cruisers—the Cunarders—but, 
as the right hon. Gentleman had said, 
very considerable doubt had been thrown 
upon one of their most important 
features, namely, their area of action. 
An article in The Times hai raised the 
doubt, though he believed that it was an 
absurdly exazgerated article. Certainly 
the alarmist tone alopted was not in the 
least justified by the facts. The scout 
vessels had been represented to be prac- 
tically useless in carry:ng sufficient coal 
‘or any area of action necessary for a 
scouting vessel. Personally, he had 
great hopes of the vessel, though it would 
be weil if the Admiralty would give the 
House a reassuring account of the scout 
class of vessel so as to dispel the deep 
suspicion which had been cast upon it by 
The Times article. He hal advocated 
the aloption of oil fuel for the Navy 
for the last dozen vears. He believed 
that there was a large amount of oil 
fuel in the country, and he understocd 
that an experiment with this fuel hai 
been carried out. Was the Admiralty 
satisfied that there were atequate sup- 
plies of oil fuel in this country? In his 
opinion oil fuel doubled the area of 
action of ships, and it was no ex- 
aggeration to say that it was worth 
twice as much to a ship as_ coal. 
The consideration for the Navy was 
whether we could have a sufficient supply 
of oil fuel in this country. He believed 
we could. The Estimates contained a 
sum anounting to over £2,000,000 for 
ccal in the dockyar!s. Was it the prac- 
tice of the Admiralty when foreign war 
vessels entered our ports to allow .hem 
to take in a supplv of coal, or were the 
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foreign war vessels referred to the private 
trader? Care had to be exercised in this 
matter ‘or fear of creating a breach of 
the laws of neutrality in helping what 
might possibly be a belligerent vessel. 
Was a condition enforced upon such 
vessels to the effect that the coal 
would only be used to allow the 
vessels to go back to their own ports 
and not for belligerent purposes ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that the idea 
of building these scouts was that they 
should have equal speed but a greater 
radius of action than destroyers; and, 
therefore, they would avoid the necessity 
of any Admiral commanding a fleet 
using destroyers for purely scouting 
purposes when they were required for 
other purposes. That was the real 
origin of these scouting ships. Eight 
of them were being built. The purpose 
for which these vessels had been specially 
designed was to accompany a fleet and 
clear out the smaller craft which might 
endanger the safety of the fleet. It was 
not intended to lay down any more of 
this class until the value of the eight now 
under construction had been actually 
tested. The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
had referred to an article in The Times 
in which the figures quoted were con- 
siderably overdrawn. The whole grava- 
men of that article was in respect of the 
coal supply, but there was a mistake in 
the figures quoted, viz., that when these 
vessels were steaming at their normal 
draught they would be only carrying 150 
tons of coal. That was not the fact. 
The draught which was imposed at their 
trials required them to carry sufficient 
coal to steam 3,000 miles at a speed of 
ten knots, and the quantity would vary 
slightly in different vessels. ‘These 
vessels were not designed by the 
Admiralty. They had been frequently 
told that it was thought desirable 
to give an opportunity to eminent 
private navai draughtsnen to design ships 
for the Royal Navy and give them a 
free hand. In this particular case the 
private firms in this country had been 
given that opportunity provided that 
they could fulfil the particular require- 
ments as to speed and radius of action. 
They were permitted to send in their own 


specifications and designs, and the result | 


was the eight vessels were now under con- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 





224 


Estimates, 1904-5. 


struction. Four firms were building them 
—twoeach. Messrs. Armstrong; Vickers ; 


Fairfield; and Cammell, Laird and 
Company. Each of these vessels fulfilled 
the requirements of the Admiralty, 


although there were certain variations in 


the coal-bunker capacity. The largest 
capacity was 600 tons, which was 
considerably more than was indicated in 
The Times article. He joined issue with 
the hon. Member in his statement that a 
third-class cruiser would be a_ better 
vessel for the purpose for which these 
vessels were designed. The cost of a 
scout was very much the same as a 
third-class cruiser, which could only 
proceed at the rate of twenty-two knots 
an hour, but which had a more powerful 
armament. In the case of the scout 
they had the extra speed and so they 
had to sacrifice something in the way of 
armament. The purpose of the scout 
was that it should be able to approach 
an enemy’s fleet consisting of a 
number of swift cruisers, and be able to 
escape and return and give information 
to the Admiral Commanding-in-Chief. 
It was perfectly clear that a third- 
class cruiser armament would give 
her no advantage, because she would 
not be able to fight a_ swift 
first or second-class cruiser of the 
enemy's fleet, and therefore her arma- 
ment in that particular respect would be 
wasted, while the extra three-knots speed 
of the scout would be far more useful for 
the particular purpose he had indicated. 
The Admiralty had never claimed, and 
did not now claim, that these scouts 
would be fit for ocean work. They were 
fitted specially for Mediterranean work, 
and would be useful also for Channel 
work within the compass of their radius 
of action. But they were not designed 
for long-distance ocean work. It was 
not pretended that they were de- 
sign:d to accompany a fleet across the 
Atlantic. What it cane to was this— 
that they were costly vessels, perhaps, 
but that they were the cheapest vessels 
and the smallest which could steam 
twenty-five knots for eight hours in suc- 
cession; and that really was the problem 
set to the designers of the private firms. 
At the same time, they could steam 
3.000 miles at the rate of ten knots an 
hour. When these eight scouts had been 
tested at sea, they would then bein a 




















295 Navy 


{30 June 1904} 


Estimates, 1904-5. 226 


position to decide whether they ought to naval officers outside the Admiralty 


ask the House to vote money for more of | with regard to the matter. 
| fuel, it was & most important question, to 
' which the Admiralty had for some tiine 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if he | 
was right in saying that while at ten) 
knots the scouts could steam 3,000 miles, | 


them. 


at twenty-five knots they could steam 
only 200 miles. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that 3,000 miles 
at ten knots was limited by coal capacity, 
and twenty-five knots for eight hours was 
not limited by coal capacity. The limit 
was that of the engine power. The 
scouts could not steam twenty-five knots 
an hour for more than eight hours with- 
out some relaxation of the strain on 
the machinery.. The destroyers could 
steam only twenty-five knots an hour 
for not more than four hours. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if the 
scouts could steam twenty-five knots for 
eight hours, and then, after being eased 
down, steam another twenty-five knots. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Certainly. With 
regatd to the inquiry into the loss of Sub- 
marine Al he understood a statement 
was desired on a subsequent Vote. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE said that the 
House was promised very definitely that 
there should be a general statement, not 
only a statement with reference to the 
loss of Submarine Al. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he would be 
perfectly prepared to make a statement ; 
but he thought it could be made with 
better effect on a future occasion. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
if the report of the inquiry would be 
issued. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he was afraid 
he could not promise the hon. Gentleman 
the report of the inquiry. On principle 
such reports were not published. As to 
the Boiler Committee, the Admiralty had 
received an interim Report, and the 
final Report was daily expected. He 
was glad to be able to assure the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean that he heard no sug- 
gestion of any difference of opinion within 
the Admiralty or among distinguished 


As to oil 


been devoting a great deal of attention. 
It was a question, however, which in the 
interests of the Navy he would not deal 
with at any great length. He would, 


| however, refer to two points. If asupply 


could be obtained from within the British 
Empire, which would be accessible in 
war time, then he thought the require- 
ments would be met. The point, how- 
ever, was not as to whether a supply was 
or was not in the British Empire, but 
whether the supply would be available 
both in peace and war, and whether they 
should be able to develop in peace time 
supplies that would be available in time 
of war. He could inform the hon. 
Gentleman that there was a prospect, 
certainly a possibility, of such a supply 
being obtained. That was the point of 
view from which the matter was being 
considered by the Admiralty. The hon. 
Gentleman said that oil fuel would double 
the radius of action ; but he did not wish 
the House to accept that statement as 
being endorsed by the Admiralty. There 
were many advantages in the use of oil 
fuel; but one point should not be lost 
sight of, and that was that coal was 
abundant and obtainable in all quarters 
of the globe; and until oil was equally 
available it would be impossible to 
rely upon it solely for fuel. If 
the experiments in oil which were now 
being made by the Admiralty were 
successful, and if adequate supplies of oil 
were available, no doubt the proper 
arrangement would be the use of coal and 
oil in combination as fuel. In that way 
a considerable amount of labour in the 
stokehole would be avoided. With regard 
to the supply of coal by the Admiralty to 
foreign warships, as a general rule foreign 
warships obtained their supplies from the 
ordinary merchants of the port. But if 
the Admiralty were desired for a special 
reason, and as a matter of courtesy and 
convenience, to supply coal to a warship 
of another Power, they would consider 
the application on its merits. It would 
only be granted under exceptional circum- 
stances and with the most careful safe- 
guards. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the House 
was indebted to the hon. Gentleman for 
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his statement, which justified the 
criticisms which had been advanced. 
If the Admiralty were engaged in totally 
novel experiments, they ought to be 
conducted on a limited scale; and should 
not involve the country in more expense 
than was absolutely necessary. 
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granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3!st day 
of March, 1905, for Expenditure in 
respect of Roval Palaces.” 


Gentlemen opposite always asked if the | 
House was going to refuse expenditure 
on the Navy. They did not want to 
refuse expenditure; but they wanted pend ture with regard to it. On that 
to know whether it was necessary or not. | occasion the noble Lord succeeded in 
He gathered that the scouts were some-| talking out his own Vote, and it was 
thing between a third-class cruiser and for the purpose of giving the noble Lord 
a destroyer; and that they cost about | an opportunity of making the statement 
the same as a third-class cruiser, and | which he did not then make that he 
three times as much as a destroyer. | (Mr. Whitley) now proposed to move to 
The Admiralty might be justified In | reduce the Vote by a sum of £5,000. 
making these experiments, but in| The expenditure on the Royal Falaces 
si es sgneneecane should not a |after the King came into residence and 
embarked on a scheme necessitating the the Prince of Wales came to Marlborouch 
building of eight ships, but have contented | House was necessary, as every one would 
themselves with experimenting with two | admit. but there was no reason for 
or, at the outside, three vessels. He did | making it an annual expenditure. He 
not pretend to follow the whole subject, | contended that £40,000 was far too large 
but the way it came home to the laymen | an amount for maintenance and repairs, 
of the House like himself was that it Was | and he begged to move a reduction of 
of little use for these ships to go at a | £5,000. 

speed of twenty knots from Gibraltar to | 
Malta, if having done that they had not | 
sufficient coal to come back. It was | « 
quite clear that at the present moment | granted for the 
the Admiralty were in doubt as to) Pypisje ) 

whether this experiment was going to | i 


be successful or mat. In his opinion, | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
under the circumstances, the House was | : ; pS Tah 

aR igi : ).. .... | Regis) said as we had a Sovereign and 
justified in watching very narrowly any | 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said when 
this Vote was under consideration before 
he raised the question of excessive ex- 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That a sum, not exceeding £30,500, be 
said service.”—(Mr. 





‘ . 1,.,|/ all the appurtenances of Royalty we 
new departure made by the Admiralty | woust behawe eslely sé ee Bina 


j/and all that belonged to him. There 
|was no more rigid economist than 
| himself, and he had on many occasions 
|attacked Votes and had succeeded in 
| getting them reduced, but if there was one 
| item in the whole category of expenditure 
_in this country that ought to be agreed 
| to it was the item now before the Com- 
mittee. The sum was really a very small 
/one upon which to keep up the state of 
| magnificence befitting a country with a 
| Royal Sovereign, and he could not under- 
stand the hesitation in voting the money. 
| No doubt there were items in regard to 
which economies might be effected, but 
that was a matter to be discussed on the 
salary of the First Commissioner of Works, 
who was responsible for any improprieties 
or extravagances in the Votes, and when 
the proper occasion arrived he would be 


having regard to the consequences 
involved. 


Third Resolution agreed to. 


Further Consideration of subsequent 
Resolutions deferred till Monday next. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair.] 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 
Cuass I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £35,500, be 
Mr. Buchanan. 
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prepared to express his opinion of the 
centleman at the head of that Depart- 
ment and of the noble Lord so far as the 
Rules of the House would allow. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
asked whether the works at Holy- 
rood hat been completed and whether 
the Palace was now fit for a human 
being to live in. A certain amount 
of money had been spent and it was 
desirable that the Committee should be 
assured that it had been wisely spent, so 
that in the event of the King again visit- 
ing Scotland there would be no obstacle 
in the way of his occupying Holyrood 
Palace. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
pointed out that last vear the Vote for 
Holyrood Palace came to £6,000. and this 
year it was £2,600. It was obvious, he 
thought, from that fact that as Holyrood 
was a very old Palace and one which the 
King intended to occupy when in Scot- 
land, that the amount of money spent 
upon it was absolutely inadequate for 
the purpose of putting the Palace into 
anything like a proper condition for 
occupation and for the entertainment 
and so forth connected with the Court. 
Speaking of the Vote generally, he thought 
it ought to be remembered that during 
the last vear or two there had been a 
larger expenditure on the Palaces in con- 
sequence of the accession of the King. 
It was not, therefore, fair to contrast the 
ficures of the present year with those of 
recent years. He thought, however, that 
some explanation should be given of the 
£1,000 for wine cellars at St. James’s 
Palace. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire. Crewe) 
asked for an explanation of the large 
expenditure proposed on the Royal 
kitchen gardens at Windsor. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said the sum proposed to be 
spent on the kitchen gardens at Windsor 
was doubtless unusually large, but it was 
for the carrying out of new works and 
improvements which ought really to 
have been effected during the last twenty 
vears. With regard to the £1,000 for 
wine cellars at St. James’s Palace, as there 
were at present no wine cellars at 
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Buckingham Palace, all the wine was kept. 
at St. James’s Palac>, and it was con- 
sidered absolutely necessarv that the 
wine cellars there, which were ex- 
tremely ill-fittei and ill-constructe’, 
shoull be improved. As to the com- 
plaint brought by the hon. Member 
for Halifax, the charze of extravagance 
was of a very general character, and 
therefore it was possible to give only 
a very general reply. It was said that 
the cost of maintenance and repairs was 
especially extravagant, but he did not 
think that £40,000 was an excessive 
expenditure. On the contrary, he believed 
it was very moderate, considering the 
scale of magnificence and the number of 
the Royal Palaces which had to be main- 
tained. Moreover, it had to be remem- 
bered that a number of the Palaces had 
altogether ceased to be residences of the 
Sovereign, and had b2come nothing more 
nor less than places of pleasure and 
public resort. Hampton Court, {for 
instance, cost £6,090 a vear for main- 
tenance and repairs, an insignificant sum 
considering the amount of profit and 
pleasure the public deprived from it. 
As showing how it was appreciated, he 
mentioned that th> picture galleries 
alone were last year visited by 620,000 
people, while the National Gallery, 
which was right in the heart of London, 
was only vis ted by 457,000 during the 
same period. Hampton Court had long 
ceased to be a Royal residence, and as 
one of the most beautiful and interesting 
buildings in Europe the expenditure 
upon it would not be grudged. The 
repairs and drainaze at Holyrood were 
concluded, and an independent authority 
had pronounced the building to be in a 
sound habitable condition. It could not 
be justly said that Holyrood was starved, 
and should His Majesty have occasion to 
take up his residence there some improve- 
ments in furnishing would be all that 
would be required. Last year the sum 
spent at Holyrood was larger than the 
sum spent at Buckingham Palace. This 
year they were spending £2,6C0 there 
as compared with £4,000 at Buckingham 
Palace. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) ap- 
pealed to the noble Lord not only to bear 
in mind the observations of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, with which he 
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entirely agreed in regard to the Royal 
Palaces, but also to remember that there 
ought to be some differentiation between 
Royal Palaces in the personal occupancy 
of the Crown and the other Royal 
Palaces} which frequently sheltered 
themselves behind His Majesty’s Privy 
Purse and the Civil List. His Majesty 
ought to have an inclusive sum to spend 
in whatever way he pleased. He was in 
favour of equal rights for all white men, 
and the House of Commons had no right 
to intrude into the private affairs of 
anybody high or low. He thought the 
item of £6,000 for Hampton Court Palace 
gave good value to the public, but he 
would like to know what the £1,350 for 
new works was for. It might be for new 
bicycle sheds for the pensioned tenants 
at Hampton Court, or it might be for 
new and ornate outhouses for keeping 
petroleum! for their motor-cars and 
lamps. He did not think that His 
Majesty ought to be debited with what 
was pit up for the convenience of 
the tenants. Until they differentiat2d be- 
tween Royal Palaces and ex-Royal Palaces 
occupied by officials and pensioned 
tenants they could never have economy 
because these people sheltered them- 
selves behind the general designation of 
Royal Palace and that disarmed criticism. 
There was also a sum of £2,080 for new 
works, alterations, and additions at St. 
James’s Palace. If that was spent upon 
State rooms he did not mind, but he 
wanted to know how much of it was spent 
upon official residences. He knew the 
average official pretty well, and he 
generally fastened himself on to a public 
building, first in two rooms, then pro- 
bably in four, five, six, and ten rooms; 
then he managed toappropriate part of 
the Royal garden as a lawn and another 
piece for a tennis court. At Hampton 
Court great golf courses were being laid 
out and had been used for years for this 
purpose and they spoiled the beauty of the 
view. 


He came now to another point the 
Lord Chamberlain’s residence, in respect 
of which there was a charge of £300. 
Here was a point for fair criticism. The 
charge was for raising the height of bed- 
rooms in the cottage of one of the 
officials in residence, and that struck 
him as being an unreasonable amount ; 
but because it was bracketed with the 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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| £40,000 for Royal Palaces, they were 


prevented from giving it that criticism 
which it deserved. H2 would suggest 
that in future Estimates they should get 
a statement of the charges for Royal 
Palaces and gardens proper, and for ex- 
Royal Palaces; and further, that the 
expenditure proposed to be incurred in 
connection with officials who did not 
belong to the personal entourage of the 
King and Queen should be entirely 
separate. If that were done, they would 
2 able to criticise the various accounts 
submitted to them. He thought Hamp- 
ton Court Palace was more beautiful 
than Fontainebleau. The Palace and 
gardens were the most beautiful in 
Europe, but he was convinced that 
scores of thousands of pounds had been 
spent on that Palace in the last forty or 
fifty years in carrying out the whims, 
fads, and transient caprices of the 
tenants in residence, and the House of 
Commons ought to put a stop to that 
kind of expenditure. The noble Lord 
deserved credit for the way in which he 
had severely jumped on some of the 
tenants, and prevented them from 
vandalising that beautiful structure. 
These officers and tenants had had too 
big a dip into the Treasury purse, and 
the time had arrived when that should 
be resisted and restricted. The only 
way in which it could be restricted and 
economy secured was to differentiate the 
different items in the Estimates in future 
so that they would be able to bring 
criticism to bear where it was due. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £69,100, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 
Gardens.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he wanted 
to make a claim for the extension of the 
ride in Hyde Park into Kensington 
Gardens. The present arrangement had 
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become @ matter of very great discredit 
to the capital. 
was so short and inadequate that it 


really did not by any means fulfil | 


the purposes of such a ride in a metro- 


polis like this. Years ago, he was in- 


formed, it was customary for riders to 
ride in Kensington Gardens along the 
broad avenue of trees where nobody was 
ever to be found—not so much as a 
nursery-maid or a baby, and where, 
consequently, riders might go without 
doing any injury to anybody. There 
was a very strong feeling among riders 
in the Park, who were numbered by 
thousands, that they hal never been 
properly treated by the First Commis- 
sioner of Works or this House. This 
was not a trifling matter. The sum 
expended on the Row was extremely 
small, and he thought the House ought 
to be genzrous in regard to it. There 
was no difficulty except in the matter 
of money. He could get a petition 
signed by hunireds and thousands of 
people, but he should prefer to leave 
this to the intelligence of the noble 
Lord. The ride really rejuired exten- 
sion. Even the ride that existed was 
in a  discreditable condition. They 
trusted that at last they had now 
found in the noble Lord a generous and 
appreciative spirit who would give them 
the boon which they had so long desired. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
sail the hon. Member for Lynn Regis 
was too young to remember the circum- 
stances in connection with this matter. 
When the Great Exhibition of 1851 was 
built in Hyde Park, riders, as a concession, 
were allowed to ride in a certain portion 
of Kensington Gardens. The reason why 
this was done away with was that the 
nursery-maids found it somewhat difficult 
to look after their charges and enjoy the 
flirtations of military people. They got 
Members of the House of Commons to 
plead their case, and this House was so 
very gallant to the nursery-maids that 
riders were deprived of their right to go 
into Kensington Gardens. He did not 
see why they should not be allowed to 
ride into Kensington Gardens. In the 
Bois de Boulogne there were forty miles 
ofa ride. Riding up and down the Row 
must be very dull work, even if the riders 
were alimired by the people who cane to 
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look at them. If the noble Lord could 
come to some arrangement with the 
nursery-maids everybody would think it 
desirable that riders should be allowed to 
go into Kensington Gardens. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) called 
attention to the condition of the 
roais in St. James’s Park and Hyde 
Park. The surface of the roads from 
Storey’s Gate toSt. James’s Palace was 
very discreditable. The surface of the 
roads from St. James’s Palace, and from 
Buckingham Palace up Constitution Hill 
to Hyde Park Corner, and even in Hyde 
Park itself, was in holes, ani the effect 
must be to wear out the tyres of carriages 
in @ most extraordinary manner. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his R>pozt to th: House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next; Committee also report Pro zress ; 
to sit again this eveninz. 


EVENING SITTING. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM. 
ROADS BILL [Lorps] (By ORDER.) 
Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


*Sirn JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) asked the House to reconsider the 
decision which had been arrived at by the 
Committee upstairs in regard to the Bill. 
He was conscious of the reluctance which 
the House always felt to reconsider the 
decisions of its Committees, but under 
special circumstances, and when those 
decisions involved a far-reaching issue 
beyond anything affecting the particular 
locality primarily interested in the Bill, 
it had constantly been the habit of the 
House to ask for such reconsideration. 
The Bill before the House did involve such 
far-reaching issues, which the munici- 
palities of the country regarded as of very 
serious importance to the interests of the 
ratepayers and the public generally. It 
would probably be urge! that it would 
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have been more proper and convenient to 
raise the question on the Order for the 
Second Reading, and he did not deny that 
that would have been better ; but the only 
object which the Newcastle Corporation 
authorities had in abstaining was consider- 
ation for the time of the House, together 
with a belief that the Committee would not 
give the powers sought for. The hon. 
Member went on to describe the systems 
of the Newcastle Corporation and the 
Tyneside Tramways Company, by whom 
the present measure was being promoted, 
and explained that the Corporation had 
a double track of twenty-three miles, 
with one mile and a quarter of single 
track. There were 170 cars in actual 
use, and about twenty building. Over 
£1,250,000 of capital had been expended, 
38,500,000 passengers were annually being 
carried, and the car mileage was nearly 
4,000.000, while the rate of expenditure to 
receipts was about 65 per cent. That 
was the position of the corporation 
tramways. The company’s system was 
three and a half miles of double track 
and five and a half miles of single track. 
The number of cars was twenty-two, the 
capital expended £135,000; and the 
number of passengers carried annually 
was 2,500,000, and the rate of expenditure 
in proportion to receipts was 90 per cent. 
Those were the respective positions of 
the corporation and the Tyneside com- 
pany, and what the latter sought to do 
by the Bill was to connect up its system 
at its western boundary with the 
eastern boundary of the corporation 
on each of two routes, known as the 
higher and the lower, so as to form 
one continuous system, and similarly to 
extend the Gosforth system in the north. 

Of course, the Committee upstairs no 
doubt had desired to know, as that 
House would desire to know, what was 
the grievance which the Tyneside com- 
pany had, and what case they could make 
out, to induce Parliament to give them the 
running powers which they sought over 
the twenty-three miles of the corporation 
tramway system, over eleven miles of 


which the Committee had actually re- | 


commended that such powers should be 
granted. It was specially necessary that 
8 good case should be made out, because 
on the one hand, they had a private 
dividend-earning company, and on the 
other they had the fact that the running 
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powers sought were over a system main- 
tained by the ratepayers of Newcastle. 
Of course, it was agreed that a case of 
public necessity must be made out in 
order to induce Parliament to agree to 
such an extraordinary use of the cor- 
poration system as the granting of com- 
pulsory running powers over it by a 
private company. It was said that the 
grievance of the public, which the com- 
pany sought to remedy, was that there 
was a large population at Wallsend, just 
beyond the corporation system terminus, 
but upon the company’s own evidence it 
could not be denied that of the travelling 
public not more than one-fifth got into 
the company’s cars on arriving at the 
city boundaries. It went without say- 
ing that everyone would like to travel 
from point to point by a through route, 
but a great city like Newcastle, in the 
regulation of its tra nway system, had to 
consider what was practicable with regard 
to through routes. It was given in evi- 
dence in this case that the best use 
possible had been made of through routes 
from the far west to the far east. It 
was impossible to give the convenience 
sought by the company without dis- 
locating or upsetting the existing system 
and inconveniencing hundreds of thous- 
ands for the purpose of obliging the few 
passengers who lived in or travelled 
from or beyond Wallsend. It was 
proposed that there should be alternate 
cars, but the company’s cars were not to 
run further west than the centre of the 
city, so that the through route would be 
turned from an eight-n.inute into @ six- 
teen-minute service. What was the 
public demand for the Bill? He had 
sought in vain to find more than the 
petitions of fifty-five manufacturers con- 
cerned in Tyneside industries, a large 


‘number of whom are interested in the 


company. It was said they represented 
27,000 workmen, but the evidence of these 
workmen themselves was all the other 
way. The local authorities, who repre- 
sented two-thirds of the 100,000 popula- 
tion served by the company, were either 
opposed or were neutral. Only the 
Wallsend local authority was in 
favour of it, and many of its members 
were interested in the company. The 
effect of establishing the principle of 
granting compulsory running powers of 
this kind would be very far-reaching and 
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would not be confined to the locality. 
It was as thespokesman of a unanimous 
meeting of the representatives of the 
municipalities of the country that he 
asked to send the Bill back for 
further consideration by the Committee. 
There was no precedent for granting 
compulsory powers of this kind, except 
under very special circumstances. The 
case of the Bournemouth tramways was 
referred to before the Committee as a 
precedent for granting these compulsory 
powers, but it was a very exceptional 
case. He invited the House to consider 
what had happened in that case, because 
it illustrated the danger to which munici- 
palities would be exposed if these powers 
were granted by Parliament. In the 
Bournemouth case a light railway was 
stated to be in course of promotion from 
Christchurch to Poole, running through 
Bournemouth. The Bournemouth Cor- 
poration opposed the scheme because 
they said theroads through Bourne- 
mouth were not suitable for it, and 
the result was that powers to run 
through Bournemouth were refused. 
Bournemouth in the following year came 
to Parliament and asked for power to 
construct @ tramway system over the 
very roads on which the Light Railway 
Commission had decided that it was 
impossible to construct tramways; and 
the Committee, regarding the action of 
the corporation as something in the 
nature of a breach of faith, granted the 
company running powers over the pro- 
posed lines. Whathappened? Bourne- 
mouth having got the tramways, and the 
private company having got the running 
powers, which, by the way, they had 
never exercised, the company was now 
making a claim against the corporation, 
which had gone to arbitration, for 
£50,000 in respect of these running 
powers. Compensation for licences was 
not in it with that sort of procedure. It, 
however, had opened the eyes of the 
municipalities of the country, and it was 
for that reason that they appealed to 
Parliament to protect them against the 
muleting of the ratepayers of the country 
by private companies for compensation, 
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and against enhancing the value of 
private undertakings in this way 
at the public expense. Precisely 
the same thing might be 
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warrant. He asked that the Bill should 
be reconsidered in the light of these facts, 
and he hoped that the Committee pre- 
sided over by the hon. Member for South 
Somerset might be able, without in- 
fringing the principle for which he was 
contending, to arrive at some mutually 
satisfactory arrangement. It was for that 
reason that, insteadof meeting the Bill 
with a direct negative, he asked that it 
should be reconsidered. He was perfectly 
satisfied that the corporation of New- 
castle-on-Tyne had endeavoured to meet 
the public convenience in this matter, be- 
cause they had proposed to run their cars 
right through to the centre of Wallsend, 
and in order to obviate any further incon- 
venience they had offered to give the 
benefit of the whole fares received for the 
last half mile, which was on the company’s 
system, to the company. There was 
no doubt that if compulsory running 
powers were given to this company they 
would enormously enhance the value of 
their undertaking. 


*Str WALTER PLUMMER(Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)said that,in seconding the Motion, 
he believed that under present circum- 
stances the time of Parliament could not 
be better occupied than in the discussion 
of this important question. A great 
principle was at stake, viz., the principle 
of compulsory powers as distinguished 
from voluntary agreement. It was true 
that Newcastle was at the present 
moment only concerned, but he was cone 
vinced that if this Bill passed in its 
present form, there was no other city in 
the country which would be safe from 
similar inroads. It was not a question 
whether two different tramway systems 
should have power to arrange through 
traffic, but whether one system should 
have compulsory powers over another, 
notwithstanding the great difference be- 
tween them in regard to mileage and 
capital expenditure. The capital ex- 
penditure on the corporation tramway 
system was seven times greater than that 
of the private company, the car mileage 
was eight times greater, the number of 
cars was eight times greater,the amount of 
receipts was ten times greater. For the 
| year ending 25th June the corporation 
system of tramways had carried 


done | 40,000,000 passengers and the cars had 


in this case of Newcastle without any travelled over 4,000,000 miles. He quoted 
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these figures because he was aware that 
a good deal would be heard in the course 
of the discussion about the convenience 
of the public; but care should be 
taken to suit the convenience of the 
majority of the public and not sacrifice 
that to the convenience of the minority. 
He believed in the greatest good for the 
greatest number. He ventured to con- 
tend that neither the company nor the 
corporation had started their tramway 
systems in a purely philanthropic spirit. 
They were started, as most things were 
in this material world, because it 
was believed that the tramways would 
pay. Certainly he knew that the 
ratepayers of Newcastle would never 
have sanctioned the expenditure of 
£1,100,000 from purely philanthropic 
motives, or unless they believed that 
they would retain full control over the 
system, and not be compelled to allow a 


private company touse their streets and | 


lines. Different views were held with 
regard to municipalisation. He was 
one of those who had voted against 
the municipalisation of these tramways, 
but he felt that once the system was 
sanctioned, it was his duty loyally to 
endeavour to make it a success. It was 
because they believed that that success 
depended upon the corporation having 
full control of the streets and of their 
own tramways, that they felt so keenly 
this invasion by a private company. It 
seemed to him that the value of munici- 
palisation would be reduced toa minimum 
if, after the corporation of Newcastle-on- 
Tyne had spent over a million sterling 
upon their tramways, they were com- 
pelled to admit small private companies 
to use their system. The Bill dealt with 
east and north of Newcastle, but if once it 
was established, a similar company would 
soon approach them from the west, while 
the tramway systems of every other city 
in the kingdom would be imperilled. From 
the point of view of the public conveni- 
ence they had offered to run their cars 
out to Wallsend, the chief centre of 
population, and to erect there, at the 
point of junction of the two systems, a 
comfortable waiting room for the small 
number of passengers who would want 
to continue their journey further east. 
He did not believe that Parliament 
would compel the ’bus proprietors of the 
metropolis to establish through routes 
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|everywhere. The thing was impracti- 
‘cable. Yet every day hundreds of 


‘thousands of people had to change 
twice or three times in order to get 
'to and from their places of business 
'and their residences. The question of 
| public inconvenience had been magnified 
out of all proportion to its true value. 
The corporation of Newcastle had offered 
to extend ther services on the two main 
routes, to deal with exceptional traffic 
during race meetings, and to make 
arrangements for extending the line a 
half mile east at Wallsend. If the Bill 
was re-committed they were willing to 
| renew these offers. He was convinced 
that if the principle in the Bill was 
| sanctioned, it would strike a serious blow 
at local self-government, and injuriously 
affect the prosperity and progress of the 
great municipalities. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leavejout all the words after the word 

‘Bill,’ and add the words ‘be re-committed 

| to the former Committee in respect of Clauses 
15 and 16.’”’—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
_ proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.”’ 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire,S.) said that as Chairman of the Com- 
mittee which had considered the Bill, he 
ventured to think that his hon. friends 
had not approached this subject on any’ 
other ground than that of principle; but 
it was rather late in the day to raise the 
question of principle after the Bill had 
passed through the other House, and 
now came back to the Commons practi- 

cally for Third Reading, without such 
principle being raised hefore. His hon. 
friend the Member for Huddersfield had 
asked, on various grounds, that the Bill 
should be referred back to the Committee. 
The Committee of this House had 
declined to give a roving commission to 
the tramways company, and had struck 
out the facilities clause which had been 
passed by the Lords, and had only given 
the company running powers over a 
portion of the Newcastle corporation 
tramways. The hon. Member for Hud- 
dersfield said that there was a great dis- 
tinction between a private tramway com- 
/pany anda corporation. He could not 
‘understand what the hon. Member meant 
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by that. The hon. Member seemed to 
think that it was a right thing for the 
corporation to carry on a tramway for 
the benefit of the corporation and a wrong 
thing for a private company to carry on 
a tramway for its own benefit so long as it 
was to the public advantage that they 
should do so. His hon. friend was con- 
nected with private companies, and 
surely he must think that it was 
legitimate to make profit out of these 
private companies. The Newcastle cor- 
poration said they did not care about 
profit, but all that they desired was to 
do what they liked with their own. It 
was stated before the Committee that 
one of the objections to the tramway 
company was that they allowed advertise- 
ments to be placed in their cars, while the 
corporation sacrificed £4,000 or £5,000 by 
prohibiting advertisements in their cars, 
showing that the interests ofthe ratepayers 
was not considered in working the trams. 
When vested interests were talked about, 
it seemed to him that it was the vested 
interests of a great corporation which 
were} in question—a corporation which 
saidj{that they did not want to give 
facilities of travelling to the public at 
large by allowing others to invade their 
sacred grounds. In the old days the 
great agricultural landlords use to say 
that they would not allow the amenities 
of their estates to be interfered with by 
railways running through their estates, 
but Parliament compelled them. The 
sole point of view from which the Com- 
mittee acted was that the one thing to be 
considered was, not the  suscepti- 
bilities of the corporation or whether it 
would be profitable to the company to 
run their cars over the lines of the cor- 
poration, but whether it was to the in- 
terest of the travelling public. The 
question they had to consider was whether 
it would be convenient to the working 
men going to their work and returning to 
their homes, that there should be a system 
of through cars from one centre to another. 
The Committee over which he had the 
honour to preside was perfectly impartial 
and acted entirely from a judicial point 
of view in the public interest. 


He was rather surprised that the senior 
Member for Newcastle should have re- 
ferred to the manufacturers as he 
did. Surely the manufacturers had a 
right to be considered. It was in 
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their interest as well as in the interest of 
their men that the men should be brought 
to their work as easily and as cheaply as: 
possible. It had been said that they had 
had evidence from the trade unions 
against the Bill. That was quite true ; 
but they had evidence also from working 
men— whether they were members of 
trade unions or not he did not know, but 
they, unlike the trades union witnesses, 
live outside the corporation area—who 
maintained that it would be a great con- 
venience to them if these running powers 
were granted. He noticed that the trades 
unions of Newcastle had issued a 
circular to the House in which they 
stated that the Bill would rob them 
of their one successful municipal enter- 
prise. He had the greatest sympathy 
with trade unions, and as a rule sup- 
ported their demands in this House, and 
he could not help sympathising with 
the Newcastle trade unions who had 
apparently suffered so much from 
municipal mismanagement and mis- 
government and who naturally sup- 
ported their one successful municipal 
enterprise. The Bournemouth pre- 
cedent did not enter into the minds of 
his Committee at all; but if his hon. 
friend asked that the Bill should be re- 
committed in order that a clause should 
be inserted that any increase of value 
from these running powers should not 
be taken into account he would be pre- 
pared to agree as he was opposed 
to such unearned increment. His 
hon. friend said that many men who 
broke the journey did not get into the 
tramcars again. There were two reasons 
for that. One was that if a man was 
near his home he did not think it worth 
while to enter another tramcar. The 
other was that the tramway company 
made a mistake in charging a penny 
instead of a halfpenny. It was suggested 
that the Bill should be referred back to 
the Committee to see if they could not 
get the two parties to agree to some 
compromise. The question would never 
have come before the House if a com- 
promise had been possible. It would be 
more reasonable to suggest that the Bill 
should not be read a third time until 
the parties had themselves arrived at a 
satisfactory compromise. It did not in- 
fluence the minds of the Committee that 
this was going to be made a test question 
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private concern. He very much regretted | 
it was being dragged from being a local 
matter into a national matter. 
Committees both of the 
Commons and the House of Lords were | 
unanimously of opinion that it was | 
desirable that running powers should | 
be given. No doubt it would have been 
better if those powers could have been 
obtained by ayreement instead of com- 
pulsion. An attempt to arrive at an 
agreement maie in 1902 failed owing to 
the attitude of the corporation tramways 
committee. On that occasion, the 
chairman and vice-chairman 


powers being given were beaten by only 
one vote and they resigned their positions. 
His hon. friend stated that the corpora- 


most paying part of the company’s line ; 
but that was an offer to which the com- 
pany would not agree. 
running powers were given it would lead 
to the dislocation of the entire system; 
but his Committee, after careful con- 


ment; and it was provided that the 


exercised shoull be sanctioned and 
controlled by the Board of Trade, and 


that the Board of Trade should have | 


power to appoint an arbitrator to settle 
such regulations, conditions, and terms 
ii necessary. 
that the company’s employees would 
not observe the regulations of the 


had ample power with reference to 
that; and, as a matter of fact, the 
servants of the company would be, to 
all intents and purposes, the servants of 
the corporation while working within 
their area. He asked the House to 


consider whether it was wise to decline | 


to accept the decision arrived at by 
Committees of both Houses and to decide 
that facilities should not be given which 
were to afford great masses of population 


quickly from large centres to the country 


districts. He approved of municipal | 


trading; but on the other hand he 


wanted to see it carried out on sane and | Bil] were recommitted some arrangement 


Imperial lines and not from the narrow 


and parochial {point of view urged that | 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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—a question of a municipality against a | night. 


| 


House of | 


| this matter. 
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He therefore resisted the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. HUGH SMITH (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) said that he formerly supported 
| the corporation in the municipalisation 
|of the tramways. Now he supported 
the company and the Bill. His constitu- 
'ency was rather mixed in opinion upon 
Three distinct authorities 


had presented petitions in favour of the 
| Bill, and another was opposed to it. Em 
| ployers of labour, representing 27,000 
| workmen, had sent @ petition in favour 
of the Bill, but it was said they did not 


| really represent the opinion of the work- 
of the | men. He was, however, perfectly satisfied 


committee who were in favour of running | jn his own mind that the workmen did 


/ not care whether it was by the tramway of 
| the corporation or of thecompany which 


to Wallsend. 


' - | to about 600 yards of tramway line which 
It was said that if | 


, , | had compulsory running powers, by which 
tion was quite prepared to take over the | 


they travelled, so long 1 as they could get 
The whole question related 


separated the corporation tramway from 
the centre of Wallsend. Many attempts 
had been made by the corporation to 


: : : /obtain powers to run a tramway to 
sideration, did not agree with the state- | : 


Wallsend. 


There were no less than four 


sg attempts to arrive at a compromise be- 
regulations, conditions, and terms under | 


Which the running powers were to be but they were abortive. The first attempt 


tween the corporation and the company ; 


| was in 1903; and a quast agreement was 
| then drawn up. The tramway committee 


| out. 


It had also been said | 


declined to discuss it, and it was thrown 
The second attempt was in 1904. 
Altogether, four unsuccessful attempts 
had been made by the company to come 


| to an amicable agreement with the cor- 


, | poration. 
corporation; but the Board of Trade | 3 


The Bill was considered for 
three days by the House of Lords Com- 
mittee and for four days by the Com- 
mittee of this House, and now the Motion 
for the rejection of the measure, which 
had stood on the Paper for some days, 
had suddenly been replaced by a Motion 
for re-committal. He submitted that if 
the principle was one of the enormous 
importance alleged, it ought to have been 


dealt with on the Second Reading. If 
| the Motion were carried there would be 


: ; ‘another deadlock, as 
means of being taken out easily and | 


the parties in- 
terested were not at one in any way 
whatever. He welcomed the speech of 
the hon. Member for Huddersfield, in 
which the hope was held out that if the 


might be come to whereby mutual 
running powers would be granted. 
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*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE said he | 
had simply suggested that the House | 
should not be committed to the principle | 
until it had been inquired into by a Com- | 
mittee, and that in the meantime in this | 
case, aS had been done in many other | 
cases, running powers might be arranged | 
by mutual agreement. 


Mr. HUGH SMITH understood the 
hon. Member to suggest that there was 
a likelihood of that being done. 


*Sirn JAMES WOODHOUSE said he 
did not represent the Newcastle Corpora- 
tion. He had taken the matter up on 
public grounds, in the interests of munici- 
palities generally. 


"Mr. HUGH SMITH asked why there 
hal been all this waste of time and 
money if there was any chance of a com- 
promise being arrived at? The working 
classes were to be penalised because they 
happened to work outside the city 
boundaries. In days gone by, cities of 
refuge used to be established for those 
who had broken the law, but by this 
Motion there would be set up all 
over the country cities of privilege, 
which reminded one not of the twentieth 
century, but of the middle ages. He 
earnesly hoped the corporation and 
the company would come together, so as 
to avoid what would in the future un- 
questionably be a grievous disadvantage 
to the whole community. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport), in supporting 
the Motion of the hon. Member for 
Huddersfield, said the Committee had 
considered the matter purely from the 
parochial point of view, and if its decision 
were upheld an important alteration 
wculd have been made in the tramway law 


of the Kingdom. By the Tram-vay Act of | ee ate h : 
1870 the local authority was supreme in | 0M¢ SeTvice of cars the earnings per car- 


regard to tramways within its district, 
but under the decision 0’ the Committee 
the municipality would be displaced from 
that position. He asked the House to 
consider the question from the London 
point of view. Ther2 was no foundation 
for the suggestion that the London | 
County Council proposed to exploit the 
Home counties in tramways matters; | 
they had made, however, and were mak- | 
ing, amicable arrangements with their | 
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neighbours for running powers which 
would conduce to the best interests of 
the public, but they would strongly 
object toany compulsion. The tramway 
policy of the London County Council 
differed considerably from that of any 
tramway company. Companies very 
properly aimed at the earning of divi- 
dends; the London County Counc 
wistly alopted the policy of pooling all 
tramway profits so that the money 
earned in the lucrative districts couli b> 
devoted to the establishment of tram- 
ways in those localities where trams pre- 
ceded population. If the principle of 
this Bill obtained, that beneficent policy 


would be s2riously interfered with. The 
London County Council system was 
_touched by tramway companies at 


fifteen points, and if the decision of the 
Committee were upheld the municipal 
authority would be bombarded with 


applications for the admission of com- 
| panies. 
| made 3 


How would the selection be 
How would it b2 possible to 
secure equal rights for all tramway 
companies surrounling London? Any 
such proposal was simply impossible. 
Moreover, this incursion of tramway 
companies would s:riously interfere with 
the profit earninz capacity of the muni- 
cipality. In conneetion with the Bill 
under consideration a suggestion was 
made for getting over that difficulty. Ac- 
cording to the documents circulated by the 
company,the terms of user were to be left, 
failing agreement, to the Board of Trade, 
and the company had offered in Com- 
mittee that each side should take the net 
profits earned on its own lines. On the 
face of it that seemed a reasonable pro- 
position. but what would really happen 
was that the cars of the company would 
occupy the place of municipal cars on 
the lines within the municipality, and if 
the trade of the town sufficed only for 


mile would obviously be seriously reduced. 


Further, were the companies to. 
use the power provided by the 
municipality for its own scheme ! 


| Ifso, that would raise considerable diffi- 


culty. In London, for instance, the 
Lonion County Council were erecting 
generating stations for supplying its own 
service, and it would be able to supply 
power for these outside companies only 
by displacing cars of its own. He was 
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not at all opposed to proper arrangements 
being made for running powers on the 
border of the city. Ifa municipality and 
a corporation could not agree a sufficient 
remedy already existed, inasmuch as a 
November election would speedily set 
matters right in the event of the adoption 
of an unreasonable attitude by the local 
authority. A great principle was in- 
volved in this Bill. Up to the present 
Parliament had jealously guarded the 
tights of municipalities in this respect, 
and he submitted that if the decision of 
the Committee were upheld it would be 
a disastrous thing for the municipalities 
of the country, and would do much to 
prevent the travelling public at large 
obtaining those facilities to which they 
were entitled. 


Tyneside Tramways and 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) said it 
was not intended to make this a Govern- 
ment question. It was not usual to treat 
private Bills as Party matters, and no 
exception to the usual practice would be 
made on the present occasion. The ques- 
tion, however, had excited much interest in 
the country,and the House would naturally 
expect the Government Department 
which had control of tramway matters to 
have a definite opinion on the subject and 
to express it. The Government had a defi- 
nite opinion on the matter, and he would, 
as briefly but as strongly as he could, ex- 
press it. There appeared to be an entire 
misapprehension as to the issue before the 
House. From certain speeches which had 
been delivered one would have supposed 
that the House was asked to decide 
whether or not municipalities should own 
tramways. It that were the issue he 
would certainly give a vote different from 
that which he intended to give, because, 
so far as he was personally concerned, he 
believed that experience had shown that 
municipalities could run tramways suc- 
cessfully, and that on the whole they ran 
them in the interest of the district by 
which they were elected. But that was 
not the issue. The importance of the 
matter had been enormously exaggerated. 
The question ought to be considered 
primarily. if not entirely, as a matter 
affecting the locality in which the tram- 
ways were running ; it was an entire mis- 


apprehension to treat it as in any way a. 


Mr. Benn. 
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question of general principle. That, at 
any rate, was his opinion. In his official 


capacity at the Board of Trade it had 
been his duty to listen to many speeches 
on the question of tramways in different 
parts of the country, and the advantages 
of a through service of trams were con- 
tinually being pointed out. He ventured 
to submit that there never was a case in 
which those advantages were more clearly 
indicated than in that covered by the 
Bill. The House would remember a 
pathetic speech delivered by the hon. 
Member for Battersea a short time ago 
in regard to the terrible inconvenience 
young girls and others were subjected to 
by having to get out of the trams at 
Westminster Bridge and find their way 
by other means, frequently through the 
pouring rain, to the Embankment. But 
would not exactly the same inconveni- 
ences arise at Newcastle ? Were there no 
young girls at Newcastle? Did it never 
rain so far north as Newcastle? It was 
frequently said that the best way of deal- 
ing successfully with the housing problems 
was by a good through system of trams. 
That argument never applied with more 
force than to the district concerned in 
this Bill. The Tyneside Tramways Com- 
pany’s system throughout its course was 
either bordered by workshops to which 
men had to go every day, or by land on 
which buildings for works were being 
erected and on which still more would b> 
erected if there was a decent through 
service of trams. But it was really un- 
necessary to argue the advantages of a 
through service; everybody would admit 
them. As tothe suggestion that the 
corporation had put forward an alterna- 
tive proposal for overcoming the difficulty 
it should be remembered that they 
made no alternative proposal of 
any kind until after a decision had been 
given against them in another place. 
Their present proposal had been carefully 
considered and rejected by the Com- 
mittee, and he thought the terms of th» 
proposal had only to be stated to convince 
any impartial man that the Committee 
could have taken no other course wit’) 
any show of fair play or justice. The 
proposal was that the Newcastle Corpora- 
tion should run their trams over the 
Tyneside company’s system into the 
heart of Wallsend—that was, through the 
one populous and paying district, and 
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that the company should have no powers 
of running cars over the corporation 
lines. 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE pointed 
out that all the profits were to go to the 
company. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said that that was 
true, but anybody connected with tram- 
ways knew that it was not possible to run 
the remainder of a system at an equally 
low rate unless they could run cars also 
on the portion of the system which paid 
best. But what made the proposal really 
impossible of acceptance was the fact that 
the corporation did not propose to run 
over the whole of the Tyneside Company’s 
system. Had they proposed to do that 
the decision of the Committee might have 
been different. The corporation pro- 
posed to leave out of account altogether 
those districts which depended for their 
profit upon future development. It was 
urged that those districts were served by 
the railway, but the only way to com- 
pete with the railway was by a through 
service of trams. The Committee had 
decided that these facilities were required, 
and that the method proposed in the Bill 
was a reasonable way of providing the 
facilities. The objection of the Newcastle 
Corporation was that it would seriously 
interfere with the whole of the tramway 
system in Newcastle itself. He admitted 
that the convenience of the greater public 
had to be considered, and it was con- 
sidered in this Bill, which simply proposed 
to do in Newcastle what had been done 
by agreement in dozens of cases elsewhere. 
As to the dislocation of the system, 
surely the difficulties were not greater 
if it was done by compulsion instead of 
by voluntary agreement ? But the hon. 
Member himself had stated that if the 
Bill were recommitted it might be 
possible to arrange running powers 
by mutual agreement. Where, then, 
was the difficulty? If it could be done 
in the one case, surely it could be done 
in the other. The Board of Trade, how- 
ever, was more concerned with the great 
principle which was said to be involved 
than with the purely local aspect of the 
question. He had listened carefully to 
the speeches with a view to learn what 


that principle was, and he thought he 


had found it. He would state it to the 
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‘House, aud if he were wrong he would 
doubtless b2 corrected. 


Mr. BENN: 


statement. 


I never made such a 


Mr. BONAR LAW said the principl2 
was that a private company trading for 
profit with powers granted by Parliament 
should not be allowed to have com- 
pulsory running powers over lines of 
tramways when worked by a local 
authority. He understood that was the 
principle. [Opposition cries of “ Hear, 
hear!”] Now they had got it. He 
asked the House was that a principle 
which any sane man could adopt? Let 
him point out exactly what it meant. 
He would assume, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that the whole fault lay with the 
corporation and that this difficulty was 
due to their obstinacy and perhaps to 
an exaggerated sense of their own 
importance. The principle ke had laid 
down still held good. According to the 
contention of hon. Gentlemen opposite, no 
matter what might be the needs of the 
district, that district was to have 
nothing to say in the matter, and the 
local authority alone must decide and 


their decision must be final. What was 
the remedy? The hon. Member 
suggested an election. Had the hon. 


Member ever known a district where 
there was a jealousy existing between 
a town and a _ country district? 
He would state to the House what he 
thought should be the principle which 
should guide the Hous? of Commons in 
this matter. The rght to lay down a 
tramway was granted to a local authority 
or to a private company, and, the right 
having bsen granted, it became a 
monopoly. As between the two, Parlia- 
ment gave the preference to the local 
authority, but once the privilege was 
given, both parties should be treated 
exactly in the same way. The question 
brought for the decision of Parliament 
was whether through facilities were 
required, and it was decided that they 
were, and Parliament in effect said to 
both parties, “ You get your rights from 
us, and they are given to you not for you 
to {do as you like with them. Through 
powers are required, and if you do not 
agree upon terms we will settle the terms 
for you.’ That had been done in the 








251 


present case. The corporation had made 
an enormous mistake in treating this as 
a test question, trying to imagine that a 
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new principle was involved. There was 


no new principle; there were precedents 
for private companies having running 
powers over corporation lines. It was 
argued that there were special circum- 
stances distinguishing these from the 
present case, but he did not see any 
difference except in the relative sizes of 
the districts. In the document sent out 
by the municipality it was stated that if 
the principle were affirmed by Parlia- 
ment a company would cnly have to con- 
struct a short lire linking up with a great 
municipal system, and they would be 
entitled to running powers over the 
longer system. Was there a word of 
truth n that statement? They would 
have the right to apply for running 
powers, but they would not obtain such 
powers unless Parliament were ccnvinced 
that to grant them would be in the public 
interest. Would hon. Members say that 
in the county of Middlesex under no 
circumstances should a private trading 
company have running powers over the 
lines of a local authority, though one 
authority might have powers over the 
lines of another local authority? If the 
House upset the decision of the Com- 
mittee they would establish the principle 
that there was to be one scale of justice 
for private companies and another scale 
for local bodies. As representing the 
Board of Trade, he was bound to say that 
such an action would, in their opinion, be 
mcst deplorable. It would be throwing 
obstacles in the way of private enter- 
prise, and declaring that districts which 
were served by tramways owned by 
private companies should be treated in a 
less fair way than districts served by 
tramways run by local bodies. He 
thought this was a case where the 
decision of the Committee should be 
upheld. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
could not follow the hon.Member’s analogy 
in regard to the principle which guided 
the Board of Trade in tramway matters. 
They were not in favour of having these 
districts isolated, but what they had 
urged from the first was that, at all events, 
the corporation should have fair play. 
The Board of Trade, in holding the balance 


Mr. Bonar Law. 
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panies, ought to have considered the 
claims of the citizens of Newcastle as well 
as those who used the Tyneside system. 
He agreed that running powers were de- 
sirable where they were mutually agreed 
upon, but they should not be forced 
on one party against their will, either 
by Parliament or by anyone else. The 
reason why they regarded this measure as 
dangerous was that they had in recent 
years seen an immense growth of muni- 
cipal enterprise all over the country. 
Millions of pounds had been spent upon 
municipal tramways, and if the capital 
which had been sunk was to be dimin- 
ished in value in this way by private 
enterprise stepping in from outside, not 
only would corporations be deterred from 
providing municipal tramways, but the 
property which they now owned would 
be considerably diminished in value. 
The hon. Member opposite said that he 
thought it was unfair that the Newcastle 
Corporation should invade the Tyneside 
district and take the cream of the traffic. 
The case was just the opposite, because the 
company wished to invade the Newcastle 
district and take the cream of the traffic 
on the Newcastle lines owned by the cor- 
poration. He did not wish to go into the 
London analogy, because they could not 
judge the Newcastle case by anything 
which took place in London. He wished 
it to be observed that those who opposed 
running powers in London had on this 
occasion entirely changed their attitude, 
and they were now in favour of com- 
pulsory running powers in Tyneside. They 
were now adopting a new principle which 
they should apply in their own constitu- 
encies. - The Newcastle Corporation urged 
that the district over which the Tyneside 
company wished to ‘obtain running 
powérs was an immensely crowded district 
in regard to cars, and he knew no tram- 
way system in the world where a larger 
number of cars passed per hour than at 
certain points in this district. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said there were 
6 per cent. more cars in Glasgow. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the Glasgow 
Corporation viewed the precedent that 
was being created with the gravest 
alarm. 
imposed upon the Newcastle Corporation, 


If even a small matter was, 
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the effect might be to dislocate the most 
crowded part of their system. That 
was one of the reasons why they ob- 
jected to terms being forced upon them 
which vould not suit the system of 
Newcastle itself, and they urged that 
Newcastle should receive precedence over 
the Tyneside Company in the considera- 
tion of that House. They hal to decide 
whether it was the Newcastle travelling 
public or the Tyneside travelling public 
whose interests ought to be most con- 
sidered. He thought that Newcastle, 
with its immense population, should 
receive precedence over that of the 
Tyneside population, which was very 
much smaller, and the Tyneside Company 
carried a much smaller number of pas- 
sengers. The view put forward by the 
supporters of this Bill had not been in 
the interests of the travelling public, 
but in the interests of large employers 
who owned large works in the Tyneside 
district. He thought they had a right 
to ask what were the views of the work- 
people employed by those manufacturers 
in the Tyneside district? The workmen 
who used these cars had expressed the 
opinion that they did not believe that 
the Newcastle system should be disturbed 
simply for the benefit of this tramway 
company. He thought the views of these 
workmen ought tv have considerable 
weight with the Members of this House. 
In this case the Committee had made a 
serious blunder, because they had allowed 
these compulsory powers to slip into the 
Bill without thinking that by so doing 
they would raise a storm in municipalities 
all over the country which they never 
anticipated, and which would certainly 
have made them think twice before 
passing such a proposal as this. He 
hoped the House would avoid this course 
by deciding to take these two clauses 
again into their consideration. Aiter 
what had been said in the House upon 
this point he hoped hon. Members would 
of his proposal. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said that speak- 
ing- with the experience of a former 
Chairman of the Liverpool Corpora- 
tion Tramways, there was no difficulty 
whatever in an outside company obtain- 
ing reasonable powers to run through 


‘ and right into the centre of a corporation 
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system. It was quite obvious that 
when these monopolies spread their net- 
work all over the country sooner or later 
the different systems must touch one 
another and come into contact, as they 
had come into contact in a great many 
places in the United Kingdom. In other 
places, however, the parties had generally 
been men of common sense, and mutual 
arrangements had been arrived at. The 
case which they had now got before the 
House was one where owing to some fault 
on one side or the other it had proved 
impossible to come to any reasonable 
arrangement. In had been said that a 
small outside company had no right to 
send its cars right down into the centre 
of a populous city, because such a thing 
would cause a great dislocation of the 
traffic. He thought that with regard to 
tramways the centre of Liverpool was 
probably as difficult to deal with as any 
other part of the kingdom. He was Lord 
Mayor of that city last year and he knew 
that arrangements, had been made by 
the corporation of Liverpool under which 
cars coming from Bolton and St. Helens 
passed right into the centre of Liverpool 
down to the pier head, and they had 
experienced no difficulty and no d sloca 
tion of traffic at all by this arr: ngement. 
He had seen the manager’s report 
upon this arrangement, showing the 
time table, and the scheme was 
worked in the simplest manner. The 
method adopted was as follows :—As soon 
as a tram car belonging to one of the 
outside companies reached the Liverpool 
boundary the driver and conductor got 
off and the driver and conductor belong- 
ing to the municipality of Liverpool got 
on and took the car to the centre of 
Liverpool and brought it back again. 
Each side collected their own fares 
on their own lines upon their own re- 
sponsibility and supplied their own power, 
and the corporation paid one penny @ 
mile for the use of the car. Everybody 
was satisfied with the arrangement and 
the passengers had not to get down and 
change cars, and consequently justice was 
done all round. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Were those compulsory powers? ] 
He could not understand why some 
simple and reasonable arrangement of 
that kind was not arrived at in this case. 
After examining the literature on the 
subject, he had come to the conclusion 
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that the corporation of Newcastle had 
absolutely refused on any terms to allow 


a car of the outside company to cross” 


their boundaries. The outside company 
were thus bound to come to Parliament 
for compulsory powers, and the granting 
of them would not do any harm to the 
corporation of Newcastle, because the 
terms would be settled by the Board of 
Trade if the parties were urable to agree. 
He wished to add one word about 
the public convenience. When these 
monopolies were granted by Parliament 
they were always granted in the interests 
of the public, and it was the general 
public who had a right to be considered 
first. Wherever they had a break in a 
tramway system it practically meant a 
double terminus. ‘the financial effect 
of a double terminus or a single terminus 
was that for half-a-mile of line up to the 
terminus that part did not pay, and the 
consequence was that in the case under 
consideration they had a mile of line 
at each of the three places where the 
routes met which would be useless and less 
valuable. He thought that this was 
clearly one of those cases in which the 
House ought to support the Committee, 
and although he had done much to help the 
municipalities to undertake tramways, he 
still thought it ought to be recognised 
that municipalities had no_ rights 
which private companies aid not also 
possess. He should, on these grounds, 
support the Committee, and he trusted 
that in this matter the House would have 
regard to the interests of the general 
public and not yield to this Motion. He 
noticed that the name of Liverpool was 
down in the list of municipalities supposed 
to be supporting this Motion, but he did 
not believe that Liverpool had anything 
at all to say in support of this Motion. 


Mr. HENDERSON (Durham, Barnard 
Castle) said the hon. Member representing 
the Tyneside Division had endeavoured 
to make out that the application made 
by this company was supported by the 
workers in the Tyneside district. The 
various workers’ organisations in the 
Tyneside district had communicated 
with him and they had specially urged 
him to do all that lay in his power to 
induce the Labour Members in the 
House of Commons to support the 
attitude which had been taken up by the 


Mr. William Rutherford. 
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upon this 
question. It had been stated that some 
27,000 workers had declared themselves 
through various channels in favour of 
this company’s proposal, but he did not 
think anything like that number, if 
appealed to, could be found to support 
this Bill. The various trade organisa- 
tions in Newcastle, Tyneside, and Wall- 
send were against any such powers being 
granted to this company. The plea of 
the company was that they wanted to 
give the workpeople of Tyneside better 
facilities for travelling between Newcastle 
and their employment. He knew the 
district himself very well, for he had 
worked there, and he could tell the House 
that there were thousands of work- 
men, ratepayers in the city of Newcastle, 
who were unanimously in favour of the 
position taken up by the Newcastle Cor- 
poration, because they recognised that 
the corporation had taken in hand a vast 
property. They felt that any further 
facilities ought to be granted to the cor- 
poration and not toa private company 
which would enter into competition with 
the corporation in the management of 
its own trams. He was very much sur- 
prised to find that the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade had 
spoken with two voices. He began 
his speech by laying it down that 
the Government were going to be 
neutral, but he had not travelled very 
far when he, in the name of the 
Board of Trade, a Government Depart- 
ment, laid it down that they were go- 
ing to support wholesale the proposals 
of the company. ‘The hon. Gentle- 
man went on to make a comparison 
between the Newcastle case and the case 
in which the hon. Member for Battersea 
took an interest, and which came before 
the House a few weeksago. The case with 
which the hon. Member for Battersea was 
concerned was entirely different from that 
which the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade supported now in name of the 
Board of Trade. Surely there was & 
difference between the London County 
Council desiring to extend its own tram- 
way system and trying to link up two 
parts of this great city, and the case of a 
corporation which was resisting a private 
company from the outside when seeking 
powers to enter a big city like Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. The analogy, he held,’ was 
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most unfair one. But what struck him 


most of all when the hon. Gentleman was | 
making that comparison was that the | 


Gentlemen who cheered him on the 
present occasion were the same Gentle- 
men who opposed the hon. Gentleman 
for Battersea in the case which he had in 
hand on behalf of the ratepayers of 
London a few weeks ago. There was 
another point which was surprising to 
him. If the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade could come and make this pathetic 
appeal on behalf of the company’s pro- 
posals this evening, where was he when 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Battersea was trying to do such a ‘great 
service for the millions of this great city ? 
They had no pathetic appeal from him 
then on behalf of the London County 
Council. It appeared that it was only on 
behalf of a privatecompany that the Board 
of Trade went out of its way to appeal 
to this House to go against the wishes of 
the people of the district. He hoped the 
Amendment proposed by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Huddersfield would receive the 
approval of the House. At any rate, the 
Labour Members were determined to 
support the Corporation in this matter. 


Sir ROBERT HERMON - HODGE 
(Oxfordshire, Henley) said it might be 
assumed that he had some particular 
personal knowledge of the matter before 
the House, because his name appeared on 
the Whip which had been issued in 
favour of the corporation of Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. He desired to say that his 
name appeared without his authority, 
He thought that was a very serious 
matter, which was worth mentioning to 


the House. 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I had 
nothing whatever to do with that Whip, 
and I did not issue it 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron Wal- 
den) said if he thought the hon. Member 
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for Barnard Castle was correct in his 
statement that the: working classes in 
Tyneside were opposed to the tramway 
facilities being granted, which the com- 
pany asked for under their Bill, he would 
certainly vote with him, but having 
represented the Tyneside Division during 
the last two Parliaments, and having 
some knowledge of the question, he took 
entirely a different view. Let the House 
realise that the riverside population had 
doubled in the past ten years, and from 
the point of view of meeting this increase 
and the prevention of overcrowding it 
was essential a linked system be formed 
between Wallsend and Newcastle. He, 
at any rate, was consistent in supporting 
a linked system between areas of popula- 
tion both in London and elsewhere, and 
he did not understand the view taken 
which would prevent the facilities being 
given which were locally required. Not 
only had the voice of the people been 
heard that day through their elected 
Parliamentary representative, but every 
member elected upon the Wallsend Cor- 
poration, the urban district council of 
Willington Quay, and the urban district 
of Gosforth had petitioned in favour of 
the Bill—only those Members had ab- 
stained who were shareholders in the 
company promoting the Bill. The House 
would therefore see that public opinion 
in Tyneside as represented by the local 
authorities was unanimously in favour of 
the company having running powers into 
Newcastle, and when they found that the 
corporation was not prepared to act in a 
reasonable spirit,‘ there was no other 
course but to support the Bill. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said they had to deal here with 
a mixed question. If this were merely a 
local matter, he should support the 
action of the Committee. The company 
convinced the Committee of the House 
of Lords, and it obtained the unanimous 
Vote of the Comm‘ttee of the House of 
Commons; but they had in this matter 
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a great contest being fought between 
municipal enterprise on the one hand 
and private enterpr'se on the other. 
[Cries of “No.’’] Well, he ventured to 
think so. They had also what always 
happened in such contests, namely, 
private enterprise getting the better. 
The question the House had to decide 
was whether they were prepared to 
establish a precedent that compulsory 
powers were to be given to a private 
company over a corporation. The Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade got up and 
defended the application of the company 
without having taken the trouble to 
provide himself with information. He 
did not make that statement without 
being prepared to support it. He would 
ask the hon. Member now whether, before 
he made his speech, he had read the 
evidence given before the Commons Com- 
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mittee. 
Mr. BONAR LAW: Every word of it. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the hon. 
Gentleman’s second point was that as | 
between private enterprise and municipal | 
enterprise, once powers had been granted 
they ought to be treated equally. He | 
denied that proposition altogether. | 
Private enterprise and municipal enter- | 
prise did not stand on the same basis at | 
all. 


Private companies thought only of | 
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the fares that would make the biggest 
dividends, and they were right in think- 
ing so. Their business was run as a shop. 
But municipal enterpris: took up a 
different point of view. They ran 
their not for the pur- 
pose of earning profit, but for the 
purpose of serving the community. 
This was proved by the fact that in 
connection with many municipal cor- 


enterprise, 


porations the charges were diminished 
when they were earning a large profit in 
order that they might give more facilities 
On that 
account private companies and municipal 


to the community they served. 


enterprise should be treated differently. 
The Newcastle Corporation seemed to 
have acted blindly in this matter. They 
ought to have said, ‘“ We will not have 
these compulsory powers at all,’ and 
they should have fought the proposal of 
the company on the Second Reading. 
Was the House now going to inflict on 
the whole of the municipal corporations 


of the country a great wrong! He 


| hoped the House would take a broader 


view than the Committee had taken and 
would support the Motion of his hon. 
friend the Member for Huddersfield. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 142; Noes, 
178. (Division List No. 186.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. ) Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
Beach, Rt.Hn. SirMichaclHicks 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen,AugustusHenry Eden | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Bond, Edward 
Ashton, Thomas Gair | Brassey, Albert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 


i 


Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Mr. Corrie Grant. 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 
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Words added— 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to; Bill re-committed to the 
former Committee in respect of Clauses 
15 and 16. 


SUPPLY [15th ALLOTTED Day). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE. 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1904-5 


Crass I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £69,100, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1905, for the Royal Parks and 
Pleasure Gardens.” 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) called attention to the regu- 
lation under which the motor-car traffic 


Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 


James Woodhouse and Mr, 
Plummer. 

| in Hyde Park was restricted to ten miles 
an hour, and asked the noble Lord the 
Member for Chorley whether that regula- 
tion had been made under the Motor-Car 
| Act, 1903, or under the Parks Regulations 
Act, 1872. If it had been made under 
the 1903 Act, then, he contended, the 
regulation was illegal, inasmuch as the 
inquiry provided for in that Act had not 
been held. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
regulations which had been issued were 
not grammatical. 











*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
said that in the opinion of a very large 
number of people motor-cars were entirely 
out of place in Hyde Park. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at two minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 1st July, 1904. 





LORD HENNIKER. 


Petition of Charles Henry Chandos 
Henniker-Major, Baron Henniker in 
the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a 
right to vote at the election of 
Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, 
and referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
consider and report thereupon to the 
House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Elec- 
tric Power Bill [H.L.]._ Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments 
(costs awarded), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday 
next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [#.1..]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [u.1.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


Doncaster Corporation Bill. Reported 
‘rom the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Soothill Nether Urban District Tram- 
wavs Bill. Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments. 


De Trafford Estate Bill [H.1.]. Read 
3", and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Great Central Railway Bill; Plymouth 
Corporation Bill. Read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


Matlock ani District Gas Bill [H.t.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 
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Great Northern Railway Bill. Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to. 


Reports, ce. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Brought from the Commons; 
read |*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Skipton Water and Improvement Bill. 
Reportei, with Amendments. 


Hamilton Gas Order Confirmation Bill. 
[H.L.]. Read 2 (according to order). 


Govan Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill [u.L.}; Caledonian Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill [H.L.]; Glasgow and 
South Western Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [n.t.]. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.]. Committee of the Whole House 
(which stands appointed for this day), 
put off to Tuesday next. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill {#.1.]. Com- 
mons Amendments considered (according 
to order), and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WHALING AND WHALE CURING 
(SCOTLAND). 

Report of a Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary for Scotland 
to inquire into the new whaling an1 
whale-curing inlustry on the coast of 
Scotland and in the adjacent waters. 
Vol. I. Report. Presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POST OFFICE (SAVINGS BANK 
REGULATIONS). 

Rezulations affecting the transaction 
of savings bank business at the British 
Post Office at Constantinople and at 
Smyrna. Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), anl ordered to lie on the 
Table. 





LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL [u.t.]. 
Order for the Third Reading on Mon- 
day next, discharged. 


M 
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NAUTICAL CHARITIES. who are connected with the sea or have 
Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I rise | @ spark of sympathy for the service 
toask His Majesty’s Government whether | Without which this great Empire could 
they would have any objection to | "Ot exist. 
furnishing a Return of the various Saad 
nautical charities existing in the United Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, in 
Kingdom, giving fall information as to | #2SWer to my noble friend I have to say 
their administration, the amount of that the Board of Trade regret that they 
are not in possession of the information 


funds at their disposal, how raised and hict Spe ig rl ns 
apportioned, the qualifications essential | W2!CM Would enable them to prepare the 
PP Return asked for. The Charity Com- 


for candidates desirous of obtaining ebu : , 
assistance from these charities, and any _— with whom the Board of 
other information practicable. In put- Trade have conferred in the mente, 
ting this Question, I may say that I do so | POSS®Ss information only in regard to the 
simply because it is believed that certain char table institutions supported by 
funds to which our mariners are entitled | @™dowments, and these are classified 
have fallen into desuetude and are lying | £¢0graphically, and not according to the 
idle, when they might be of inestimable | 2@ture of the benefit. It would be pos- 
' sible to prepare a list of the endowed 


benefit to those who follow, or have Pak c I 
followed, an arduous and dangerous call- | Charities in which seamen are entitled to 
participate, but such a list would be an 


ing on the high seas, or to those whom | ! ; t sade 
beens aged one of nautical charities, 
| 





they have left behind in poverty or dis- : : _ 
and the time and labour expended in 


tress, simply because of the hand-to- " : 
mouth existence which a sea life means | Preparing 1t w ould be out of proportion 
to the result to be obtained. 


now-a-days. Our nautical charities are 
so sprinkled and scattered as to render it | 
an almost impossible task for those hav- | 
ing no alternative but charity to ascer- | THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
tain where and to whom they may apply. | TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

A Return of the kind I suggest would be| Tue Duxe or NORFOLK: My Lords, 
valuable not only in this, but in bring- | I beg to move the Motion which stands 
ing before the public many deserving} in my name. I do not propose, in doing 
nautical charities which are struggling | so, to again go over the reasons which 
along and in dire need of that pecuniary | induces me and those who join with me 
assistance which many of our shore-going | to earnestly appeal to your Lordships’ 
public might give on knowing the bene- | generosity to remove an offensive part 
ficent work they were performing. I/| from the Royal Declaration. I do not 
have been informed in this House that | intend to go into all those matters which 
pensions are granted by the Board of | have stirred our feelings deeply in con- 
Trade (1) from moneys voted by Parlia-| nection with this subject. They have 
ment to masters who contributed to the | been sufficiently debated in your Lord- 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund previous to | ships’ House already, and I am only too 
August, 1851, and who continued the con- | sorry to have to bring the matter up 
tribution during the period of their} again; but I am afraid it is one of those 
service at sea; (2) from the Greenwich | questions which, until settled, wiil be 
Sixpenny Fund to masters who served at | always with us, for our religious feeliays 
sea for at least five years previous to| are wounded in the deepest and most 
ist January, 1835, and who contributed | painful way. I fear, however, that I 
6d. a month during that period. I fancy | must go a little into the history of the 
that the Board of Trade are not, for| question, because there were certain 
instance, overburdened with applications | incidents connected with the treatment 
for pensions from masters who have | of the subject in the session of 1901 and 
served at sea five years previous to the | last session which bear upon the general 
vear 1835, and it is about time that | position which it now occupies. Let me 
such funds were put to some practical | at once say that we do appreciate very 
use. A proper Government Return} much indeed the generous feeling we 
would be of great help in this, and it/ find evervwhere that, so far as is possible, 
v. ould be a most useful document for any | this grievance should be set right. 
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But we are met with a reminder that 
that generous feeling actually took shape 
in 1901, that a Committee was then ap- 
pointed to deal with the problem, that 
it did deal with it, that it brought for- 
yard a modified form of Declaration, one 
which, in the opinion of those who framed 
it, ought to have met our demands, and 
that the attitude we took up on 
that occasion not only defeated the 
benevolent intentions of those who 
were striving to help us, but made 
it appear hopeless and  unneces- 
sary to take any further steps in 
that direction. It will be remembered 
that Lord Herries moved for the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to consider the 
question; and I wish to quote some 
words used in the debate, because I think 
they will tend to remove misapprehension 
which exists in the minds of some of 
your Lordships that the Catholic Peers 
ostentatiously kept away from that 
Committee. Lord Herries had suggested 
a doubt whether it was wise that the 
should be on the Committee, and the late 
Prime Minister, in moving the appoint- 
ment of the Committee, said— 

“T am rather disposed to agree with the 
noble Lord (Herries), without being i in any way 
bigoted, that it wouid be better if the Roman 
Catholics stood aside from the Committee, and 
allowed their fellow Peers to judge in this 
matter, as I think they would be somewhat 
embarrassed in dealing with it.” 

What I imagine the noble Marquess had 
i1 his mind was that it would be possible 
for us to accept less if presented by a 
Committee of which we did not form a 
part, than we should be justified in 
accepting if we ourselves were supposed 
to be the framers of the Motion. That 
was no doubt what was in the mind of 
the noble Marquess and it was also what 
was in our minds, and I think that is an 
important consideration. 


When the statement was made that it 
might be considered better that noble 
Lords should be judges of this question 
without the intervention of Roman 
Catholic Peers, it never crossed our 
minds that we were not to be given the 
opportunity of putting before the judges 
0: this question the reasons why we were 
anxious that the matter should be dealt 
with. No effort of any kind, either 
directly or indirectly, 
ascertain what the grievances were which 
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was made to. 
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the Roman Catholic Peers entertained, 
and which this Committee was specially 
appointed to deal with; and, that being 
the case, I do not think it is very sur- 
prising, when we found that the Report 
of that Committee did not meet the 
views of those on whose behalf it was 
appointed, owing to the fact that no 
attempt to ascertain those views was 
maie, that when it came before your 
Lordships it was received with very little 
favour. The most rey. Primate the late 
Archbishop of Canterbury moved that 
the Report be referred back to the Com- 
mittee. Lord Grey spoke strongly on 
the subject. One or two of his remarks 
bear out the view I wish to put before 
your Lordships, and I will read them. 
Lord Grey, speaking, not of the original 
Declaration, but of the amended Declara- 
tion brought in by the Committee which 
was intended to solve all our grievances 
said— 

“Tt offers an unnecessary and gratuitous in- 
sult to 12,000,000 of loyal subjects of the King.” 

A little later the noble Earl said— 


“Roman Catholics will realise that the King, 
in language which can be used by any infidel, 
is required afresh to repudiate officially and 
publicly the most sacred doctrine of their re- 
ligion, and that they are the only sect which 
are selected for this treatment.” 

And he went on to say— 


“Tf IT were a Roman Catholic, instead of 
being an ultra-Protestant, as far removed from 
sympathy with Roman Catholicism as any 
Member of this House, [ think I should pre- 
fer to leave the Declaration unamended, and 
regard it as an archaicand meaningless form, 
rather than accept this amended Declaration, 
which will stand forth as the deliberate re- 
affirmation by Parliament of an_ anti- 
Catholic spirit.” 

I quote that from the speech of Lord 
Grey, who states that he is as far re- 
moved from sympathy with Roman 
Catholicism as any Member of this House, 
because, when my noble friend Lord 
Llandaff made a statement of the same 
kind, it was seized upon as an argument 
to show how hopeless it was to meet the 
views of such retractile people as we 
were, and that what we wanted was to 
abolish the Declaration altogether. I 
quote it to show that it was felt by others 
as well as by ourselves that this amended 
Declaration left very much to be desired. 
It was partly on an argument such as 
that the Bill was carried through your 
Lordships’ House, but was not sent 
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downto the other House. The Roman 
( atholic Peers, in difficulty as to how far 
‘osupport it, felt that it was a well-in- 
tentioned effort to meet their wishes, but 
did not go far enough, and abstained 
from voting. 


The matter rested during the Corona- 
tion year, and was brought up again 
last year, when Lord Grey brought in a 
Bill for the total abolition of the Declar- 
ation. I shoulilike to assure your Lord- 
ships that in all we have done as regards 
moving for an amendment of the De- 
claration, we have never had it in our 
minds to get rid of the Declaration 
altogether, although we have held the 
belief that it was not necessary, and 
that the simplest form of dealing with 
the question would be to abolish it. 
In the early part of 1901 Lord Grey 
brought in his Bill, but gave way to 
Lord Herries, who moved for a Com- 
mittee. Naturally, when Lord Grey 
came forward with a Bill to abolish 
the whole Declaration, we gratefully 
acknowledged the generous proposal, 
and gave him all the support we could ; 
but I suggested to him whether it would 
not be wiser, instead of moving for the 
abolition of the Declaration, to bring 
in a Bill to modify it. We have not, 
as I have said, had it in our mind to 
abolish the Declaration; we only wish it 
to be amended. 


I now come to the point as to the 
character of the amendment we desire. 
What we feel very strongly is that 
tenets of our faith, so cherished by us 
and so sacred that it is almost painful 
that they should be discussed in an 
Assemblage of this kind at all, should 
not be required to be publicly repudiated 
by the Sovereign immediately on his 
accession to the Throne. At present 
they are repudiated in a very offensive 
form. That offensiveness I believe the 
whole House, with, perhaps, verv few 
exceptions, and I cannot but think the 
whole country also, is anxious to take 
away. The object of my Motion is to 
ask your Lordships to meet us thus far 
—that while we on our part fully accept 
the position of the Protestant Succession, 
while we are fully prepared to stand 
under the Throne and hear our King 
assert In as strong language as you wish 


that he is a Protestant, and, if you like, ! 


The Duke of Norfolk. 


{LORDS} 
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that he is not a Roman Catholic, we do 
ask you to stop there and not insist on 
the King himself having the painful 
duty of picking out tenets of the faith of 
the greater part of Christendom through- 
out the world and publicly repudiating 
and rejecting them. And we ask this 
because we do not believe there is any 
real necessity for it. 


We quite feel the justice of what 
was said by the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury last year that the Coronation 
Oath did fully safeguard such ques- 
tions as the maintenance of the re- 
formed religion, but that it was neces- 
sary, in addition to that, that the 
Sovereign should go further and assert 
that he was himself a Protestant. Iam 
bound to say that as part of the Corona- 
tion service is the reception of the Sacra- 
ment, I should have thought that 
assertion was hardly necessary. Still, 
there is logic in what the most rev. 
Primate said, that the Sovereign should 
make it clear and manifest that he is a 
bona fide Protestant and not a Roman 
Catholic in disguise. To that we quite 
agree; but we do dissent from the view 
that it is necessary to repudiate our 
doctrines in the way in which’ they are 
repudiated. 


Again I must trouble your Lordships 
with one or two extracts from the 
speeches which were made on this sub- 
ject. Lord Spencer, who was a member 
of the Committee, speaking in the 
debate on 8th June, 1901, said that in 
some ways he differed from the majorit” 
of the Committee, but not sufficiently to 
justify signing a Minority Report. He 
therefore assented to the general pro- 
positions of the Committee; but he 
used these words— 

“T should have desired that the actual 


mention of doctrines should have been omitted 
from this Declaration.” 


I have alluded to the speech of the most 
rev. Primate. He stated, as I have just 
reminded your Lordships, that he dil 
think some assurance was necessary as to 
the private belief of the King; that is to 
say, that the King was not merely a man 
who was minded to keep up the Protes- 
tant religion, but was himself a Protes- 
tant. But the most rev. Primate ex- 
pressed the opinion that the matter 
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should be dealt with. He used these | which, when stated, it may be found 
words— impossible to meet; but, at all events, 
“There is a widespread feeling, not only in let us bring them before the Committee ; 
SS oe “= “ ar _ - “ let them be fully considered, and let us 
to stand ueislindaaly eanatle oa it eae ae see whether it is not possible to devise 
; ; some form of words which shall declare 

And a little later on he said— the Protestantism of the King with- 

* But if it is true, as I think it is true, that | out insulting the faith of so many of his 
some such Declaration is necessary, it surely subjects. T really cannot understand 


does not follow that it need be couched in in- ae l 
sulting words, and I do not think it need, why it is that so many people are de- 


strictly speaking, denounce anything at all, | termined that this latter course must be 
It seems tome perfectly possible, at least it is| resorted to. It has been stated that 
not beyond the wit of man, to devise a Declara- | Protestantism is a very negative thing ; 


tion which should be mainly positive rather * - : ‘ 
than negative in character and form. I do not that you cannot define it. It is almost 


believe it is impossible to draw up a Declara- suggested that the only form of profes- 
tion which should avoid not only anythiog | sion of Protestant faith is to denounce 
offensive, hapa shri denunciatory. I trust|and attack the faith held by other 
the matter will not be allowed to rest. people. =_ hardly suppose that that 


Therefore, I venture to say that there | is a view which can be supported, and I 
is a widespread feeling everywhere that | would quote the opinion of the noble and 
the matter ought not to be allowed to learned Earl on the Woolsack, who is 
rest. It appears to me, whether your distinctly of another opinion. The noble 
Lordships accept the Motion which I and learned Earl said on &th June, 1901— 
now move, or whether you accept the PRS pn dg. Ber one that —- 

rhi e least doubt as to what the Protestant laitn 

ages malta he ote esa te is? I do not mean to say that there are not 
p y th : eside me, | ditferences and divergencies in the forms of 

Lord Jersey, that it will be necessary that | Protestant protession; but everybody does 
some Committee should be appointed to | know, as a matter of fact, tho meaning of the 
ceal with the matter and to see whether | Prepon vellsigns, corveinty a8 contrasted 
the problem cannot be solved. There : : t-: 
are some, I think, including the noble|, If that is so clear and manifest, is it 
Earl on the Woolsack, and, I impossible to devise some form of words 
think, Lord Rosebery, who have stated which the Monarch can use without 


that in their opinion it would not be specially picking out our doctrine for 
PP any : ; ; 
possible to draw up any form of condemnation ? I cannot but think, with 


Declaration which did not in some form | the most rev. Primate, that the problem 


: . is not be yond the wit of man to solve. 
or other denounce or repudiate certain If ae aoa Sy eee a oe 
j at be so (9) e ‘ o 
tenets of our faith. The most rev. | ) . y beg you 


| Lordships to pass this Resolution as an 


a . 1 = 
Primate the Archbishop of Canterbury ‘expression of your opinion that, if 


has stated that in his opinion it ought | possible, it ought to be solved. Of 
not to pass the wit of man to be able to | course, a Resolution of this House is not 
devise some Declaration of the kind. I) 4) act of Parliament. It may be that 
venture to think, that being the state of | gyen if your Lordships express that 
the case, that I am justified in calling | opinion it will be found beyond the wit of 
upon your Lordships to take action of | man to devise such a form of words. I 
some kind. cannot myself believe that it would be,and 
I trust that the generous expression of 
regret at this insult offered to our faith, 
which we feel, believe me, more deeply 
than even insulting words to ourselves, 
will lead to the grievance being taken in 
hand and dealt with. 





I trust the House will see its way to 
accept the Motion which I have put 
down, but, at all events, I do hope the 
issue. of this debate will be that some 
Committee will be appointed to consider 
the problem; and | do ask, whether 
Roman Catholics be placed on that; [ have read the Amendment to be 
Committee or not, that at all events; moved by the noble Earl. If he couid 
the Committee will not report on our/| see his way to move it as a rider to my 
gtievances without at least having given | Resolution I would gladly accept it, 
us the opportunity of stating fully what | for that would bring in what I think 
our grievances are. They are grievances | many of your Lordships are slow in 
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accepting as our statement that we 
are perfectly prepared to do nothing 
which would endanger the Protestant 
Succession. If the noble Ear] will allow 
that to follow as a rider, and if 
it is thought that that would make 
my Resolution more palatable, and that 
less danger would lurk in it in conse- 
quence, I would gladly acceptit. The 
Amendment standing in the name of Lord 
Stanmore does not carry us any further. 
I content mvself for the present with 
moving my Resolution, and I trust your 
Lordships will feel that it is not too much 
to ask that Parliament should not only 
relieve us of this sore trial, but also the 
future Sovereigns of England of what 
must be to them a most painful, and, as 
we Maintain, a most needless ordeal. 


Moved to resolve, ‘That whereas, 
under the Bill of Rights and the Act of 
Settlement, the Sovereign is required to 
join in Communion with the Church of 
England as by law established, and 
ample securities are provided to ensure 
the Protestant Succession to the Crown: 
and whereas in addition to these securi- 
ties, the Sovereign is required, immedi- 
ately after his Accession, to make a 
Declaration, commonly called the 
Declaration against Transubstantiation, 
which is deeply and needlessly offensive 
to many millions of loval subjects of His 
Majesty, this House is of opinion that 
the Declaration aforesaid ought to be 
amended so as not to include the con- 
demnation or repudiation of specific 
coctrines which form part of the con- 
scientious beliefs of anv of His Majesty’s 


subjects.” —(The Dule of Norfolk.) 


*Tue Ear. or JERSEY: My Lords, 
every Member of this House respects the 
feelings which have caused the noble 
Duke to bring forward this Resolution. 
He has addressed us with an earnestness 
of feeling, and vet at the same time with 
a moderation of language which will add 
greatly to the high esteem in which he is 
alrealy held in this House and in the 


country. Happily, we live in days when 
we trust our fellow-subjects, quite 
irrespective of what their religious 


beliefs may be. We do not think it 
ncessary to prove our own orthodoxy by 
insults to those who hold different 
religious views, and I can assure the 


The Duke of Norfolk. 


{LORDS} 
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noble Duke and those who belong to his 
Church that I have not put down this 
Amendment out of hostility or indiffer- 
ence to the feelings of those who are 
wounded by the words in the Declaration. 
It would be most repugnant to my own 
feelings to support words which 
criticised or cast a stigma upon tenets 
which are dear to his great Church, and 
which are held by millions of our fellow- 
subjects. At the same time I am afraid 
I must persevere with my Amendment 
as an Amendment independent of his 
Resolution. 


The noble Duke has alluded to what 
has taken place in this House during the 
last three or four years upon this subject. 
It has been widely debated, as a 
matter of this importance ought to be, 
and I think that two points come out 
clearly—the first, the one to which he 
has alluded, namely, that there is a desire, 
a very general, if not a universal desire, 
on the part of the Members of this House 
to make alterations in the Declaration 
which would remove all language which 
is offensive to Roman Catholics ; and the 
other is that this House has unmistak- 
ably shown its intention to maintain a 
Declaration by the Sovereign when, under 
the Act of Settlement, he succeeds to 
the Throne, and one which will be a 
proof to his subjects that he belongs to 
the Protestant Faith and to no_ other. 
An oath, it is true, may not be an abso- 
lute security, but it is a security the 
importance of which is understood by the 
person who takes it, and by those before 
whom it is taken—in this case the nation 
at large 


I respect, and I quite understand, the 
views of those who, like the noble Duke, 
object strongly that the dogmas of one 
religion should be picked out for special 
repudiation in a Declaration ; but I think, 
my Lords, we cannot approach this subject 
entirely free from past considerations. 
The memory of a people is tenacious ; 
causes and events of past times leave 
their impressions upon — succeeding 
generations long after they have lost their 
vividness. So it is in the case of this 
Declaration. Our forefathers strugglea 
with determination to take every human 
step possible that the successions to the 
Throne should be Protestant, and to 
prevent the accession of a Roman Catholic 
King. They carried out their policy with 
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hardship and with insults, I admit, and I 
regret it. Those hardships have slowly, 
perhaps too slowly, been removed, and 
the insults, I believe, everyone in this 
House would be only too glad to obliter- 
ate ; but is it within the range of practical 
politics to eliminate the language of the 
Declaration which tries to make it clear 
that no ruler of this realm shall owe 
obedience, spiritual or ctherwise, to any 
foreign authority, however venerable, 
however deservedly respected 1 


The original framers of  vhis 
Declaration selected as a test tenets 
which they apprehended must be 


held by any Roman Catholic, assuming 
that if the Sovereign repudiated those 
tenets he would be repudiating the faith 
which they dreaded. I have already 
said they put it into language which we 
most of us regret, and I have no hesita- 
tion also in saying that I trust the oppor- 
tunity will be taken to remove the most 
offensive words from the Declaration 
before circumstances demand them to 
come into use again. We must recollect 
also that there are many in this country 
who have a conscientious objection to 
waiving in the Declaration taken by the 
Sovereign the repudiation of the Roman 
Catholic religion. We, perhaps, in this 
House can take a wider, a juster, and a 
more generous view. We can believe, 
and we do believe, as the noble Duke 
has said, that the members of his Church 
have no wish whatever to interfere with 
the Protestant Succession, but this House 
does not contain all the intelligence or all 
the feeling in the country ; and I would 
ask, even if this House decided to make 
the alteration and to eliminate the 
words to which objection is taken, does 
this House think that it will represent 
the views of the country? I doubt it. 
But at the same time, I believe it is 
necessary that a Committee should be 
appointed to consider this subject, but 
whether at the present moment it is 
not, of course, for me to say. 


The noble Duke suggests that there 
should be no condemnation or repudiation 
of specific doctrines which form part of 
the conscientious beliefs of any of His 
Majesty’s subjects. Well, if you could 
strike upon a form of words which would 
not attack the conscientious opinions 
of anyone, and whilst exercising this 
reticence would also safeguard that upon 
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which the nation has hitherto set its 
mind, it would be a good thing ; but I 
think it would be perhaps unwise for us 
to say beforehand that we would have no 
repudiation of any doctrines in the 
Declaration. But, of course, if a repudia- 
tion should be found eventually to be 
necessary, that could be expressed in 
terms courteous and respectful to all. I 
think, though the noble Duke does not 
quite agree with me, that there lies in the 
Amendment which I have put down the 
germs of a decision which will eventually 
cause, if not full, perhaps some satisfaction, 
some just satisfaction, to him and his 
co-religionists. Ask this House to re- 
move any words which will give offence 
and the response will be favourable, but 
do not ask this House to go so far as to 
break entirely with the past. Do not 
ask it to take a step which might, and 
which undoubtedly would, be miscon- 
strued in the country. We want to 
maintain, and we must maintain, every 
possible guarantee that the Sovereign of 
this country should belong to the Pro- 
testant faith. I think we can do so with- 
out casting any reflection or any insults 
upon those who differ in religion. The 
Sovereign of this country, it must be 
remembered, is placed in a_ political 
position, and it has been political reasons 
which have hitherto governed this 
country in this matter. 


I certainly trust, after the debate in 
your Lordships’ House, that there will 
be a still more generous disposition to 
come together and try to do everything 
in our power to relieve those who have 
hitherto, I quite admit, been allowed to 
suffer under a grievous wrong and a 
grievous insult. There is no question of the 
Church of England. That is protected 
under the Oath taken at the Coronation. 
But we have asked, the nation has asked, 
that their King shall make a clear De- 
claration, and I, for one, must say that I 
think we ought to adhere to this de:nand. 
The principle running through that De- 
claration has been asked for by succeeding 
Parliaments, who have been the repre- 
sentatives of the will of the nation. It 
has been assented to by a long line of 
illustrious Sovereigns. Let us try so to 
word the Declaration that, whilst it will 
give full confidence to the nation, it will 
in no wise contain a single expression 


, which coula justly offend the feelings of 
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any of the loyal subjects of the Crown 
in any part of the Empire. 


Amendment moved— 


‘‘To leave out the words after the word 
‘hat’ and io insert the words ‘this House, 
while desirous that no expression unnecessarily 
offensive to any of his subjects should be re- 
quired of the Sovereign on His Accession to the 
Throne, is of opinion that nothing ‘should be 
done to weaken the security of the Protestant 
Succession.’”—(Z7he Earl of Jersey.) 


*THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : My Lords, I do not propose 
to trespass very long on your Lordships 
to-night, partly because, mainly because, 
this time last year when this matter was 
debated I ventured to state my views on 
the subject very fully. The noble Duke, in 
speech the high merit of which has been so 
well described by the noble Earl who has 
just sat down, referred to what I said 
last year, but I am not quite sure that 
I can accept the quotations by themselves 
and apart from their context as accu- 
rately conveying the opinion I then gave 
expression to, and to which to-night 
I desire toadhere. I yield to none in my 
dislike to any tests that are unnecessary, 
above all to unnecessary testsof a religious 
kind which are a bar in any way to civil 
employment. But there must be, and 
there are, exceptions to that rule. Take 
an example from a much lower grade 
in national responsibility. We have 
again and again reiterated in this House 
our view that there is nothing inappro- 
priate in a religious test being applied 
to a man who has to teach a particular 
faith so as to show that he holds the 
faith which he has to inculcate in others. 


I think that in the judgment of the 
whole House it is absolutely necessary 
that there should be some security given 
to the nation as a whole as to the atti- 
tude which the august personage who 
occupies the Throne holds towards the 
faith which is professed by a vast majority 
of the subjects over whom in the home 
regions of the Empire he rules. The 
Declaration which has been com- 
mented upon to-night and on previous 
occasions was, of course, originally im- 
posed for the purpose of securing, in 
the first instance, that the Sovereign 
should not be in any way hampered in the 
discharge of his great duties by allegiance 
of any kind to an external ; 


The Earl*of Jersey. 
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(further, that he should not be able to 
|throw the weight of his incomparable 
authority in favour oi any change in the 
national faith. We all agree that those 
principles have to be secured, and no one 
has expressed himself more clearly to that 
effect than the noble Duke himself. There 
is, therefore, need of a Declaration of 
some sort; and further, everyone in this 
House is agreed that such Declaration 
when made should be drawn so as to give 
a minimum of pain or disquietude to any 
citizen or group of citizens in this country, 
which counts among the proudest of 
all its boasts the boast of maintaining 
absolute religious liberty. 


%eference has been made to the security 
given by the Coronation Oath. But 
note, my Lords, that it is what it pro- 
fesses to be a Coronation Oath. Some 
little time, however, must always elapse 
between the date of the Accession and 
the date of the Coronation, nor do 
I know that there is any constitutional 
or legal compulsion on the Sovereign to 
have a Coronation ceremony at all. If 
that be so, we must beware lest we regard 
what takes place in that service as in 
itself adequate for meeting the need 
which in the opinion of the overwhelming 
majority of the people of England exists 
for some security of this kind. Then it 
was said by the noble Duke that the 
Declaration might be so altered as to 
do all it aimed at while avoiding any 
specific reference to a faith which has to 
be repudiated. 


THE Duke or NORFOLK : Specific 
doctrines. 


*THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: While —— any refer- 
ence to specific doctrines which have to 
be repudiated. Well, my Lords, I should 
like to see in black and white the 
Declaration which does that, and which 
yet meets the difficulties which we 
are face to face with. Obviously no one 
now-a-days would choose the epithets to 
which exception is, I think, most legiti- 
mately taken in the Declaration as it now 
stands. Those epithets belong to a period 
| two centuries ago, when on voth sides 
controversialists were accustomed to be far 
| less sensitive than they are to dayto the 
feelings of those who differed from them. 
Those epithets belong to a period entirely 


Power, and | different from our own, and they are, in 
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the fullest sense of the word, an anachron- 
ism to-day. On the other hand, as we 
have been reminded by the noble Earl 
who spoke last, we cannot in this matter 
act as though the history of England 200 
years ago had been different from what it 
was. When King James II. ascended 
the Throne he took the Coronation Oath 
in a form not very different from that 
in which it is taken to-day, and, apart 
from that, there was the voluntary 
Declaration on the part of the Sovereign, 
publicly made to the Privy Council, 
that— 

‘“‘T shall make it my endeavour to preserve 
this Government both in Church and State as 
it is now by law established.” 

It is impossible to forget that 
those things were said, those sacred 
promises solemnly made, and that the 
events of the next few years followed. 
Without the slightest desire to suggest 
that history is likely to repeat itself in 
any such way, we are bound to take care 
lest we loosen obligations which 200 years 
ago were found necessary, because the 
simpler sort of promises had proved 
ee of resisting the strain put upon 
them. 


It is our duty to take heed how we 
weaken a D claration which, however 
painful and offensive in its outward form, 
is yet in its practical bearing universally 
admitted to be incapable to-day of giving 
way after the fashion in which the 
simpler promises yielded to strain 20) 
years ago. We have to beware lest in the 
desire to be kindly and conciliatory in 
language we do anything to weaken 
the effectiveness of the Declaration. 
I stated in the former debate, and the 
noble Duke has quoted what I said, that 
possibly words of a merely positive sort, 
with a complete absence of denunciation, 
or even of repudiation, might be devised. 
[ am bound to admit that subsequent 
communications I have had upon this 
matter make me feel less sanguine than I 
was as to the practicability of devising 
such words so as to meet the demands of all 
thoseconcerned. It does not seem to me that 
repudiation need necessarily contain any- 
thing whatever of insult or anything which 
could legitimately cause offence, but re- 
pudiation of some kind I have come to 
think is absolutely necessary if the 
Declaration made is to hold the character 
we all desire that it should hold of an 
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effective and really binding sort so as to 
be acceptable to Englishmen generally. 


But, my Lords, I feel that in this 
matter we are absolutely bound to throw 
theresponsibility on the Governmentof the 
day and to leave the responsibility there. 
It is for that reason that I feel more than 
a difficulty as to the words of the noble 
Duke’s own proposal. He desires that 
something shall be done to bring about 
an amelioration of the existing tension, 
for it is nothing less, on this subject, but 
in stating how it is to be done the noble 
Duke seems to me to go somewhat further 
than it is necessary to go when he laysdown 
specifically the character of the Declaration 
which should be devised. The noble 
Duke says that it is to be done by a 
Declaration which must have a definite 
and specific character which he describes. 
It does not seem to me that we need go 
into such detail as that when we are ex- 
pressing our desire that some modification 
of that Declaration may now or hereafter 
be made which shall meet the difficulties 
while retaining its effectiveness and its 
power. If the noble Duke will show 
us—and if His Majesty’s Government 
will take in hand the task of giving effect 
to what he has shown — how a new 
Declaration can be framed in the way he 
desires, I for one shall welcome it, and 
feel that we have done the right thing, 
supposing always we retain the effective- 
ness while altering the form. But at 
present I fail to understand how this can 
be done, if repudiation of doctrine forms 
no part of the document. I, there- 
fore, feel that our business is to leave 
upon the Executive Government of the 
day the responsibility of dealing with 
what I admit to be a grave difficulty. It 
is for them to say in what way, and 
by what means, the modification can be 
brought about which we all wish to see 
effected in the Declaration taken by the 
Sovereign at an hour when we desire, 
above all other times, that we shall as 
far as possible be of one heart and one 
mind in giving a welcome to him who is 
to rule over the country. 


*EarL COWPER: My Lords, I wish 
to say a few words on this question. It 
seems to me that the objection to the 
Motion of the noble Duke is that we do 
not wish to pledge ourselves not to 
insist upon distinct repudiation , of 
certain doctrines which are held by the 
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Church of Rome. There is no doubt we 
have been told by those who represent 
the Roman Catholics in this House that 
they do object to this distinct repudiation 
of their doctrines, that it wounds their 
feelings, and that they consider it most 
objectionable, and will not be satisfied 
with anything except doing away with 
it. It seems to me that our discussion 
is merely between this and a simple 
affirmation that the Sovereign is in 
favour of the Protestant religion. If this 
is really true, I do not deny that I my- 
self would recommend that we should be 
content with this simple aftirmation. 
It will satisfy the people of England 
that the King intends to be a Protestant, 


{LORDS} 


and that is all we can hope for as to. 


any security this Declaration may give 
us against having a Catholic Sovereign. 
What now, for instance, is our danger, 
if there is any? If the heir to the Throne 
happened to be brought up as a Catholic, 
known to be one, and the whole country 
felt that as soon as he ascended the 
Throne he would throw his whole weight 
in that direction, there would be such a 
rising among the people, such a strong 
feeling, such a violent Protestant out- 
break, that there would be no chance 
whatever of such a man succeeding to 
the Throne. The laws would be put in 
force, and if there was any danger of the 
laws not being sufficiently strong, new 
ones would be enacted. This is not the 
danger we have to fear; Ido not deny 
that there is some slight danger, but not 
in that direction. There is no doubt 
that during our life-time there has been 
a pretty strong current in favour of con- 
version to the Church of Rome. It is, I 
am happy to sav, less strong now than it 
was some years ago, but it is not yet 
spent. These conversions, as you know, 
have chiefly taken place in the upper 
classes, among families where you would 
least expect it. You have no guarantee 
that what has operated on so many others 
may not operate on the Royal family. 
We have no certainty that even the occu- 
pant of the Throne may not become con- 
verted to that Church. 


There is, I am happy to say, no tend- 
ency whatever, so far as] can see, of any 
present member of the Royal family tak- 
ing that line, but we do not know what 
may happen in another generation. 
These conversions just as often as not 


Earl Cowper. 
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take place in middle and later life, and 
many of these men, long after they had 
reached years of discretion, would have 
been most happy to have taken this 
Declaration against transubstantiation 
and everything else. We have no security 
whatever against the danger which I have 
mentioned, which is the only one I can 
see any possibility of. If, therefore, this 
Declaration is not by any meansa certain 
and sure guarantee that we shall have a 
Protestant Sovereign, then I maintain we 
have no right to hurt people’s feelings un- 
necessarily in order to cause it to be made. 
Therefore, I cannot help feeling that it 
would be quite sufficient to calm the feel- 
ings of the people of this country and sat- 
isfy sensitive consciences, if the Sovereign 
in some form or other declared that he is 
in favour of the maintenance of the 
Protestant religion. 


I think we all feel that the English 
Catholics are not people who ought to be 
unnecessarily wounded and_ offended. 
They are among the most loyal of 
British subjects. They have shown 
themselves in time of danger and diff- 
culty as ready as any of our fellow- 
Protestants to come forward to give their 
money and risk their lives for their 
country. We many of us most fully incline 
not only to take away those most offensive 
words which are used now, and which 
everybody is in favour of removing, but 
even to take away, if necessary, this 
formal repudiation of doctrines which 
they hold so dear. I have not before 
spoken on this matter, and I beg to say 
that I shail have the greatest pleasure in 
voting for the Motion submitted by the 
noble Duke. 


*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : My Lords, 
I gave way to my noble relative and I am 
very glad I did so, because we have had 
from Earl Cowper an important declara 
tion in favour of the Motion moved by 
the noble Duke. The Roman Catholic 
Members of this House are in regard to 
this question in a special position, and, as 
one of them, I rise for the purpose of ex- 
pressing freely my own opinions. Those 
Opinions may not be shared by others 
who do not belong to the Roman Catholic 
Church, but I am speaking for myself 
alone, and I wish to exercise, therefore, 
complete freedom in what I desire to 
submit to your Lordships. In one respect, 
at all events, I agree with what fell from 
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the most rev. Primate. This question, of 
course, involving considerations of a con- 
stitutional character and great funda- 
mental constitutional statutes, can only be 
really and effectively dealt with by the 
Government. All that can be done until 
they deal with the question is that Parlia- 
ment should, as far as it can, express its 
own views in regard to the matter. 


Now, my Lords, as far as my own | 


individual opinion is concerned, I place 


nofaith whatever in Declarations of this | 


kind. I believe that bad men will take 
as many of them as you like to put 
before them, and that good men will be 
controlled, and much better controlled, 
by the most simple expressions that can 
be found. But, my Lords, that is not the 


position which I desire to take up as a | 


Roman Catholic Member of this House. 
I do not ask your Lordships to have no 
Declaration at all. I believe that there is 
truth in what has been said by others 
already in this discussion, that a great 


amount of importance is attached, I think | 
erroneously, to some Declaration of this | 


kind ; and, therefore, in full accordance 
with the Motion made by my noble friend 
opposite, I think it would be wise, in the 
interests of the Roman Catholic body, 


that a Declaration of a fitting sort should | 


be retained. There is nothing, I think, 
of greater interest to the Roman Catholic 


people of this country than that there | 


should he no suspicion that we have the 
slightest desire to interfere with the 
Protestant Succession. That Succession 
has, as the most rev. Primate has re- 
minded us, been in existence for more 
than two centuries, and nothing could be 
more unwise than that a limited body 
like the Catholics should set themselves 
against what I believe to be the deliber- 
ate opinion of the people of this country. 


The people of this country are in the | 


majority Protestants, and if they think 


it important to their interests, their | 


religious or their secular interests, that 


their Sovereign should be of the same | 
creed, I am not here for a moment to | 


gainsay their right to require that 
that should be the case. 
is not a new one in history. It was the 
opinion which animated the League in 
France in the 16th century when they 
refused to acknowledge Henri IV. until 
he had been reconciled to the Catholic 
Church. That being the view of the 
majority of the people of this country, I 
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|think it is right and proper that their 
| wishes in regard to the matter should 
| prevail, and certainly the worst thing that 
| could happen in the interests of the Roman 
| Catholic portion of the population would 
| be that any change should be attempted 
to he made in the substantial provision 
for the Protestant Succession. But I 
ventre to submit that the Declaration 
| in its present form gives no more real addi- 
_ tional security than would be given by a 
/moderate Declaration such as nobody 
in this House or out of it doubts would 
be drawn up at the present time if the 
question were now to be raised in the 
first instance. It seems to me, from what 
has already been said in this discussion, 
that there is a general feeling—I had 
almost said a universal feeling—in this 
House that the language in this leclara- 
tion which is offensive to Roman Catholics 
should be got rid of, but we seem to 
be impotent with regard to the matter. 
If you wish to get rid of those words, 
surely it is not beyond the wit of man 
to devise some Declaration which, while 
it would give such security as a Declara- 
tion of that sort is supposed to be 
‘able to give, would at least not inflict 
upon the King’s Roman Catholic subjects 
the pain of hearing from the ‘Throne 
a Declaration having words in it which 
are insulting to the Roman Catholic 
faith. 


I hope, my Lords, that we shall hear 
something of a more definite and distinct 
kind in regard to the views of His 
Majesty’s Government on this matter. 
I have little quarrel with the Amend- 
'ment of my noble friend opposite. He 
supported it in a speech marked by the 
ability and moderation which always 
distinguish him, but I confess I am un- 
able to see what advantage will be gained 
in regard to this matter by passing my 
noble friend’s Amendment. My noble 
friend makes two statements. He states 
his desire to get rid of the words 
in the Declaration which are offensive 
to Roman Catholics, and he expresses 
his desire to do nothing which would 
weaken the security of the Protestant 
' Succession. I agree with him. But 
he makes those two statements by 
way of preface, and then he stops 
short. He draws no_ conclusion. 
How is my noble friend going to get rid 
of the offensive words of this Declaration 
unless by having the Declaration altered ; 
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and does my noble friend mean to say 
there is no possible means by which this 
Declaration could be altered, so as to 
remove from it its offensive character as 
regards Roman Catholics, and at the 
same time to retain every security for 
the Protestant Succession? I cannot 
think that is impossible. I, therefore, 
feel the greatest hope that we shall have 
some sort of assurance such, for instance, 
as will be conveyed by the adoption of 
the Amendment of Lord Stanmore, that 
this question will be fully and deliberately 
considered. 


When this Declaration was first intro- 
duced to be taken by the Sovereign, it was 
already taken by a great many persons 
in the country, by a previous Act of 
Charles II., but it was applied to the per- 
son of the Sovereign in days immediately 
succeeding to the Declaration—that un- 
truthful Declaration—which was made 
by James II., ard to which the most rey. 
Primate has alluded. It is, therefore, not 
very surprising that, if cur ancestors at 
that time thought that by heaping up 
words they would give greater security to 
themselves in regard to this matter, they 
should have taken that course. But, my 
Lords, I venture to say that it is perfectly 
futile. As I said just now, a bad man— 
Charles II., for instance—would have 
taken twenty such Declarations, and. if I 
may use the expression, would have 
made no bones about it; buta good man 
would only be troubled in his conscience 
by this heaping up of words, and you 
have in reality no necessity for them. If 
you want a Declaration, have a Declara- 
tion; but you have no necessity whatever 
for making it of a character which is in- 
sulting towards a large portion of His 
Majesty’s subjects. 


This Declaration I venture to say must 
be amended. I am not now speaking 
of it as it affects the Roman Catholic 
body ; but there is language in it which 
the Sovereign is cbliged to ceclare, and 
which I heard our present Gracious 
Sovereign declare from the Throne, which, 
in my judgn ent, and I think it must be 
so in the judgment of every one of your 
Lordships, is a gross insult upon the 
King. After the experience of James II. 
and of others of the House of Stuart, for 
they were not a truthful family, it was 
perhaps not unnatural that Parliament 


The Marquess of Ripon. 
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'should have tried to tie them up in this 
manner; but, my Lords, we all feel very 
differently towards the Royal family 
under whom we now ha‘e the happiness 
to live. We all know that there is no 
shadow of dishonesty, no chance of un- 
truthfulness, with regard to them; and 
surely, that being the case, it is highly 
improper that we should force the 
Sovereign when he opens his first Parlia- 
ment, at one of the most interesting and 
important periods of his reign, to use 
these words. I am almost ashamed, my 
Lords, to read them, but for the purpose 
‘of this argument it is necessary— 


“And I doe solemnely in the presence of 
God professe, testifie, and declare that I doe 
make this declaration and every part thereof 
in the plaine and ordinary sence of the words 
read unto me as they are commonly understood 
by English Protestants without any evasion, 
equivocation, or mentall reservation whatsoever, 
and without any dispensation already granted 
me for this purpose by the Pope or any other 
authority or person whatsoever, or without any 
hope of such dispensation from any person or 
authority whatsoever, or without thinking that 
I am or can be acquitted before God or man, 
or absolved of this declaration or any part 
thereof, although the Pope or any other person 
or persons or power whatsoever should dispense 
with or annull the same, or declare that it was 
null and void from the beginning.” 


against Transubstantiation. 


My Lords, those are the words of men 
who distrust their Sovereign. Wedonot 
distrust our Sovereign. We are animated 
towaris him by the warmest feelings of 
loyalty, and I do say that it is most 
unbecoming that a new Sovereign should 
be required to use words of such a 
description, implying such distrust, on 
the first occasion that he meets his 
Parliament. Unforturately, this is a 
matter in which it is dangerous to wait. 
We all hope that the life of King 
Edward VII. may be greatly prolonged. 
Already during his short reign he has given 
us many occasions and many reasons for 
gratitude. We are bound to him by 
every tie of attachment and respect. 
But, my Lords, all human life is un- 
certain. If a demise of the Crown takes 
place there is no help; the Declaration 
must be taken, because you cannot at 


that time alter the law. Therefore, my 
Lords, I do submit that in whatever 
form it be, by whatever means it 13 


brought about, you must in that respect 
at least alter this Declaration before the 
Crown becomes vacant; and if you are 
| going to touch it at all, I am confident 
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there is no Peer among your Lordships | which he has expressed on behalf of his 
who would consent to leave those words, | co-religionists, but the feelings of he 
which¥are insulting to Roman Catholics, | Protestant community are not less deep- 
jn an altered Declaration. |seated; and no Government, however 
| strong, could trifle with those feelings or 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror force upon th: Protestant peopl: of this 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of country a settlement of which in their 
LanspowneE): My Lords, I think it may | hearts they disapproved. Thit is one 
beconvenientto yourLordshipsthat before limitation upon our power to solve the 
the debate proceeds further something | problem ; but, my Lords, there is another. 


should be said from this Bench as to the 
manner in which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment regard the Motions which are 


iI do not believe any Government will 
find it possible to effect a settlement of 
| this question unless the leaders of public 


before your Lordships’ House; and I | opinion on both sides are able to show us 
am the more impelled to make such a/ that they have arrived, of their own 
statement because both the most rev. | accord, at the basis of a settlement. It 
Primate and the noble Marquess opposite | does not s:em to me that it is for the 
made in the course of their speeches a/ Government to discover, still less to 
direct appeal to His Majesty’s Government | dictate, the terms of a compromise ; but 
for information as to the manner in which | | do think it is for those who, either on 


they propose to deal with this most im- 
portant question. I take it that I shall 
not be contradicted if I say that in all 
parts of the House there is a widespread 
and earnest desire that this question 
should be settled in a reasonable and 
temperate manner. Indeed, we can 
scarcely do otherwise than look back with 
mortification at what the noble Marquess, 
I think, called our impotence to deal with 
this problem. We feel that it is deplor- 
able that this grievance should remain 
rankling in the minds of the Roman 
Catholic subjects of the King, and it is 


| behalf of the Protestant or of the Roman 
_ Catholic community, com2 forward as 
| the leaders of public opinion, to show 
|that they are at any rate within a 
| measurable distance of an azreement on 
| this question. 


I ask your Lordships whether, up to 
| the present time, evidence has been forth- 
coming to show that we are near enough 
| to such an azreement to admit of a hope 

that it may be brought about? The 
| history of these discussions is recent in 
| your Lordships’ minds. We have not 





particularly deplorable that at the time of | forgotten the abortive attempts at legis- 
the accession of the Sovereign, when men’s | lation that took plac in the year i901 ; 
thoughts are full of loyalty, and hope, and | they were to manv of us grievously dis. 
patriotism, their feelings should be dis- | appointing. In the earlier stages of this 
tracted and tortured by the kind of doubts discussion it certainly szemed that we 
to which this question has given rise. | were not very far apart. The Protestant 
The noble Marquess has stated that | community readily almitted that the 
His Majesty’s Government should deal | Declaration was offensive ani needed 
with the matter themselves. I am almost | amendment. Roman Catholics, on their 
tempted to reply that the noble Marquess | side, freely admitte1 their readiness to 
somewhat over-rates the power of the! maintain the Protestant Succession. 
Government of the day to dispose ofa | Well, your Lordsh‘ps recollect what 
question so much controverted as this. | happened. We introduced a Bill con- 
The Government of the day is not in the | taining an amended Declaration. The 
position of a superior authority imposing | noble Marquess who spoke last read to 
terms upon two reluctant disputants.| your Lordships those parts of the 
There are limitations upon our powers of | Declaration which seemed most offensive 
even suggesting terms to them. Those | to him and his co-religionists 
limitations, to my mind, are in in two, bs is 
directions. In the first place, it is | 
impossible for us to put forward any; THe Marquess or RIPON: I beg mv 
settlement which is disapproved of by noble friend’s pardon. I read the parts 
the great body of our Protestant fellow- | which related to the King. I did 
subjects. I assure the noble Marquess | not read a word of the part which relates 
that we deeply appreciate the feelings} to Roman Catholics. 
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THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


The noble Marquess read with great 
emphasis a long passage comprising fully 
one-half of the Declaration. 


Tue Marquess or RIPON: But not 
the part relating to Roman Catholics. 


THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
What I wish to impress upon the House 
is, that in our Bill of 1901 the passages 
which the noble Marquess read were ex- 
punged from the Declaration which we 
proposed to your Lordships. Your 
Lordships recollect the course of the 
debate that then took place. It became 
apparent that our proposal, which was 
criticised by our Protestant friends, was 
not acceptable to the Roman Catholic 


{LORDS} 





Peers, nor indeed to many other Peers. | 


It is quite true, as the noble Duke 
reminded the House, that Lord Grey, 


as well as Lord Llandaff, took exception | 


to the terms of the amended Declara- 
tion; but there was this that was 
remarkable in their criticism of it, that 
they gave us distinctly to understand 
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to make that overture to us; but I 
am obliged to look at the terms of 
the Resolution he has placed on the 
Paper, and I observe it is for him 
a sine qua non that the amended 
Declaration shall not include the 
repudiation of any specific doctrine 
which forms part of the conscientious 
belief of any of His Majesty’s subjects. 
Now, my Lords, we have to consider 
what kind of a Declaration that would be 
in which no repudiation found any place 
at all. I am one of those who believe— 
I regret to have to say it—that if we 


; are to have a Declaration, and it is to be 


an effectual Declaration, it is impossible 
to avoid in some shape or form a re- 
pudiation of certain doctrines, Without 
such repudiation it seems to me the 
Declaration would be little more 
than a feeble echo of the Coronation 
Oath. In these circumstances is the 
offer which the noble Duke makes to us— 
that is, of a Declaration without the 


| language which, in the view of many of 


us, must contribute to make it effectual — 


that they infinitely preferred to keep the | 


old unamended offensive Declaration 
rather than to substitute for it what I 
think the noble Lord called a “ milk and 
water ” Declaration fortified by the 
sanction of recent legislation. Well, my 
Lords, we made our attempt, and in the 
face of criticism of that kind we had no 
choice but to abandon it. We naturally 
ask ourselves whether this evening’s dis- 
cussion has brought us any nearer to an 
agreement. I listened attentively to 
the speech of the noble mover, and I 
ask permission to associate myself with 
those who have commended the noble 


Duke for the tone and temper by which | 


his remarks were characterised. 


The noble Duke made, I thought, 
some very important admissions. He 
told your Lordships that in his view it 
was reasonable to retain a Declaration, 
that it must be one which would be 
effectual for the maintenance of the 
Protestant Succession, and I think I 
understood him to add that. it must 
be drawn in terms which would make 
it perfectly clear that the Sovereign 
not only was to be a Protestant, but 
that he was not to be a Roman 
Catholic. Well, my Lords, I welcome 
the feelings which led the noble Duke 


is that an offer which we are able to 


|aecept ? I fear that I must answer that 


question in the negative, and that I must 


| say that those who sit near me prefer to 





vote for the Amendment of the noble 
Earl. The noble Earl’s Amendment came 
in for criticism on the part of the noble 
Marquess. He suggested to your Lerd- 
ships, in effect, that it was little more 
than a platitude, and that it required 


| some operative words at the end to give 


it any importance. I do not agree with 
that. It seems to me that the Amend- 
ment of the noble Earl emphasises what 
we have already affirmed by our attempt 
at legislation in 1901, our desire to 
expunge from the Declaration any words 
which give needless offence to our Roman 
Catholic fellow-countrymen. That was 
our feeling in 1901, and it is our feeling 
now. 


But the real question is whether we 
can go a little further, and whether the 
time has come for reopening the in- 
vestigation of this question, and accepting 
the suggestion which will be made later 
in the evening to your Lordships by the 
noble Lord on the Cross Benches of the 
appointment of a Committee. I am 
aware that the Committee of 1901 
appeared to many of your Lordships an 
unsatisfactory and inconclusive inquiry. 
My impression is that the Committee was 
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given a mandate by this House, and that 
it carried out its mandate faithfully and 
conscientiously ; but when I say that, I 
do not suggest that I cannot conceive of 
an inquiry which might be fuller and 
more convincing in its results, and which 
might during its course elicit, to an extent 
to which the Committee of 1901 did 
not elicit, the opinion of Roman Catholic 
Peers. But again I ask the House whether 
we shall be well advised to embark upon 
such an inquiry, unless we could arrive 
more near an understanding than I am 
afraid has yet been the case. WhatI am 
afraid of is this, that what might be called 
a fishing inquiry would not only not lead 
to any result, but might have the effect of 
further accentuating the differences to 
which we all desire to give as_ little 
prominence as possible. But, my Lords, 
while we do not see our way this evening 
to vote for the appointment of a Com- 
mittee, I am certainly inclined to say that 
if, as the result of those less formal 
communications which are so easily made 
between parties who do not agree in 
opinion, it should prove to be the case 
that there really is a common ground 
upon which such an inquiry can proceed, 
then we should certainly be glad to see 

sich an inquiry instituted , and all I can 
say is that if that happy condition of 
things should arise, no Members of your 
Lordships’ House would be better pleased 
than His Majesty’s Government to see a 
satisfactory and friendly termination of a 
difference which we all sincerely regret, 
and which we all sincerely desire to see 
removed. 


*THe Eart oF CREWE: My Lords, I 
also desire, on behalf of my noble friends 
who sit on this Bench, to associate myself 
with what has been said with regard to 
the speech of the noble Duke who 
introduced this Motion. We all of us, I 
think, sympathise with the motives which 
induced him to re-open this question, and 
our sympathy was increased by the form 
and manner of his speech. The noble 
Duke did not show the slightest trace of 
bitterness, when some little bitterness 
would have been, in the opinion of many 
of us, quite excusable. The noble Duke 
and the noble Marquess who has just sat 
down both alluded to the abortive Com- 
mittee and the abortive attempt at 
legislation of 1901. The failure of that 
Committee to reach a conclusion satis- 
factory to your Lordships was, as 
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a matter of fact, due to a misunderstand- 
ing, possibly on the part of the Committee, 
but also on the part of some Members of 
your Lordships’ House. 


When the subject was first raised in 
March of that year by my noble friend 
Lord Herries the terms which he em- 
ployed in his speech led us to suppose 
that the exception which was taken 
by Roman Catholic Peers to the 
Declaration rested mainly upon what 
Lord Salisbury very properly called 
the “language of indecent violence”’ 
which is to be found in it; and when 
Lord Herries, in that speech, used 
the phrase that the desire of Roman 
Catholics was that the offensive words 
should be removed, we, the Members of 
the Committee, understood that it was 
to the terms of violence that the 
pression was applied and not to the 
repudiation of any particular doctrine. 
It may have been our fault, but I think 
other members of the Committee will 
bear me out when I say that it never 
occurred to those of us who served on 
the Committee at that time that any- 
thing more was demanded of us than 
the deletion of those particularly 
offensive expressions. 


Now, the issue is a perfectly clear one. 
Itis at any rate admitted by noble Lords 
who are Roman Catholics that a Declara- 
of some kind may be necessary, and the 
one point at issue is whether that 
Declaration should contain a specific 
repudiation of one or two particular 
Roman Catholic doctrines, or whether 
no repudiation should appear in it at all. 
I confess that I am disposed to agree 
with noble Lords who think it may 
be found exceedingly difficult to arrive at 
aform which will stamp the Sovereign 
asa Protestant without some words of 
repudiation. What, my Lords, is the 
definition of a Protestant ? A Protestant, 
I suppose, would describe himself as a 
member of the Catholic Church who 
repudiates or protests against certain 
doctrines which he considers to bz 
accretions upon the Catholic faith; and 
how, without naming what those 
accretions are, he can justify his name 
of Protestant is to me a question of 
some difficulty. But I do most freely 
agree that if a form of words could be 
found which would satisfy ordinary 
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public opinion—I will not say extreme 
Protestant opinion, but ordinary public 
opinion—that the Protestant character of 
the Sovereign was safeguarded by them, 
I should certainly say that those terms 
ought to receive the closest consideration 
from your Lordships’ House. 


And then the question which the 
noble Marquess has dealt with arises, 
how are any further proceedings to be 
taken in this matter? The noble 
Marquess gave reasons against the 
appointment of a Committee to deal 
with the subject. Well, I am inclined 
to agree with what fell from my noble 
friend behind me, that it would be 
better if His Majesty’s Government 
would undertake the task themselves. 
They are in a position to obtain 


the best expert opinion on the subject, | 


they can receive representations from 


Roman Catholic Peers and from other | 


noble Lords, and from all other persons 
who are interested in this matter to an 


extent which I think it would be some- | 
what difficult for a Committee «f vour | 


Lordships’ House to do. 


were to allow general evidence from | 


religious bodies of all kinds, I fear it 


would find its task not merely long and | 
troublesome. but also of a kind which | 
would be likely to stir up a good deal of | 


ill-feeling in thecountry. I should have 


thought it would have been possible for | 
His Majesty’s Government, working, so | 


to speak, behind the scenes, to receive 


the matured opinions of those most. 
qualified to speak on behalf of different | 
religious bodies, and thev would then be | 


able to come down to the House and tell 
us whether thev hal been able to get 


over this particular difficulty of the form | 


of words, and whether they had found 
it possible to devise some means of en- 
suring the Protestant character of the 
Declaration without including the re- 
pudiation of different doctrines. 
impossible for us to support the Motion 
of the noble Duke as it stands; but if he 


will agree to strike out the last few words | 


of it, stopping at the word “amended” 
in the third line from the bottom, it 


{LORDS} 


If a Committee | 


It is | 
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|out that by the omission of the words 
after ‘“‘amended” the Motion does not 
| bind your Lordships House either one 
| way or the other, either to include or to 
strike out the repudiation of specific 
| doctrines. 





| 
| Tae LORD BISHOP or BRISTOL: 
'My Lords, I desire to put before your 
Lordships a consideration to which no 
| reference has been made, and to make 
/an appeal in the interests of persons 
'whose sensitiveness has been, and _ is, 
/very seriously wounded. But first, I 
‘should like to say a word on another 
|point. Those who know the history of 
'the language of the time are perfectly 
‘aware that the word Protestant is a 
| positive and nota negative term. The 
_ authorised version of the scriptures makes 
that perfectly clear. The same statement 
is true when you look back to the history 
of the word. In a catechism of 743, the 
curious question is put, “ What is the 
value of the proposal,” to certain persons 
named? The answer is, “the power of 
protesting,” and it may interest your 
|Lordships to know that the Bishop's 
/power of protest was worth that of 
'240 ordinary taxpayers. In the actual 
wording of the Bill of Rights and 
the Act of Settlement there is no sort 
of antithesis between Protestant and 
Catholic. Your Lordships are perfectly 
/aware that Protestant as an adjective 
is in antithesis to Popish, and Protes- 
tant as a substantive is in antithesis 
| to the Papacy. 


But I wish to make an appeal in the 
interests of those whose sensitiveness has 
| been and is being very seriously wounded 
—I need hardly say that I mean the 
members of the Church of England. 
| There are two sides to this question. I 
sympathise most heartily with the noble 
Duke and all of his communion in this 
House, and I shall be very glad indeed 
if, in the ripeness of time to which the 
noble Marquess at the head of His 
Majesty’s Government has referred, we 
could, with one accord, join in getting 
rid of the cbjectionable words in the 
But there is another side 
We of the Church 


| Declaration. 
|to the question. 


oe wa” aoe 





appears to me that the Motion might | of England are under the ban of the 
then well appear upon the Journals of | spiritual sovereign of the other com- 
your Lordships House, and it would be | munion; I am assured that all of us 
an encouragement to the Government to are excommunicated. Do your Lord- 
proceed with the matter. I may point | ships know what this means? I will 


| The Earl of Crewe. 
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read the actual phrase printed in a 
London newspaper at the time of the 
I apologise 
to the noble Duke and to the noble 
Marquess opposite by name, and to all 
Members of your Lordships’ House for 
having to read such a sentence from the 
gutter Press of the time— 

‘** An old heretic absolutely hung round with 
a catena of interdicts and excommunications, 
whose sole hope of salvation rests upon a 
miraculous ant invincible ignorance of God’s 
truth.” 

Then, again, as a Bishop and priest of the 
Church of England, I am told by the 
spiritual sovereign of that communion, 
and in our own generation, that my 
orders are invalid; that the mem- 
bers of the Church of England have 


mot been rightly confirmed, nor have 


ever received the Holy Eucharist, 
ard, from the Sovereign downwards, 
we are all excommunicate and with- 
without sacraments. I say that my 
whole soul revolts against that most 
terrible statement as being as insulting to 
me as anything complained of by the 
noble Duke can possibly be insulting to 
the members of his faith. 


One more example. ‘Take the case of 
mixed marriages. In our own genera- 
tion there has been a serious change 
made in this matter. I remember the 
time when, if a Roman Catholic married 
one of our Church, they went naturally 
to both Churches ; the sons were brought 
up in the religion of the father, and the 
girls in the religion of the mother. 
Ali that has been changed, and now if a 
Re nan Catholic marries a member of the 
Church of England he is absolutely for- 
biiden—so I am told by the highest 


au hority—to enter the Church of the 


other partner, even if for the comfort of 


that other partner, and to receive the 


blessings of the Church on the union. I 
am also told that the requirement now 
made is that all the children born of such 
marriages shall be brought up in the 
Roman Catholic communion. I say, my 


Lords, that I should be thankful to take 
‘part in the ripeness of time in removing 
‘the words complained of in the Declara- 


tion, but I do say this, that if the time is 
to become ripe we must bear in mind not 


‘only the very sensitive people who feel 


sensitive, but that we should ask in their 
sensitiveness whether some regard should 
not be paid to the sensitiveness of other 
As far as hardship and insult 
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are concerned, I believe that the Protest- 
ants are the aggrieved persons, and it is 
not from them that any relaxation in the 
direction indicated should at first come. 


Lorp HERRIES : My Lords, I should 
like to say a few words with regard to 
what has just fallen from the right rev. 
Prelate. I think he introduced into the 
few remarks he made to your Lordships 
matters which are hardly relevant to the 
question befere us. If I was asked to 
pass an opinion, I should say that I con- 
sider he is quite safe, because he is 
evidently convincingly ignorant. The 
question before us is, What are we to do 
in the circumstances in which we are at 
present! I think we may be satisfied 


that almost the whole of your 
Lordships are in favour of some 
amendment of the Royal Declara- 
tion. The only question — before 


us is how far it should be amended, and 
here I would like to say that I think the 
noble Marquess the Leader of your Lord. 
ships’ House is under some slight miscon- 
ception as to the attitude which was taken 
up by the Catholic Members of this House 
when the Bill was brought before your 
Lordships which proposed to amend the 
Royal Declaration. Nota single Roman 
Catholic Peer voted against the Second 
Reading of that Bill. It is quite true that 
we complained that our articles of belief 
were inserted against our approval, but we 
did not oppose the Second Reading ; and, 
as far I am individually concerned, I should 
have preferred that the Bill had passed 
and that the Royal Declaration had been 
amended in that form than that it should 
remain as at present. I do not think it 
is fair to say that we were so hostile to 
the Bill that it was evident it could not 
be proceeded with. 


I would like to refer to a speech made 
ninety years ago which, I think, meets 
the case in point, because we are told that 
it is absolutely necessary thas certain 
specific doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
Church should be condemned in order 
that the public might be sure that the 
King was a Protestant. The words I 
would quote were by Mr. Canning. Ido 
not think anyone will consider that Mr. 
Canning was in any way inclined to the 
Roman Catholic religion. In 1813 Mr. 
Canning said that to continue these enact- 
ments against transubstantiation when 
it was no longer, as it once was, a symbol 
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of dangerous politics, was as absurd as that 
of having had occasion to advertise a run- 
away felon and to describe him by his red 
hair, you should for all time characterise 
red hair as a crime. The Protestant 
Succession is sufficiently secured without 
any condemnation of this sort. 


After the speeches we have heard to- 
day I must say I am rather inclined to 
assent to what has been proposed by 
my noble friend Lord Crewe, namely, that 
the noble Duke should leave out the words 
after “‘amended ” and be satisfied if the 
House would adopt his Resolution down to 
that word ; and if, after this, your Lord- 
ships would go further and agree to the 
Amendment which is to be moved by the 
noble Lord on the Cross Benches, Lord 
Stanmore, I think the end which we have 
in view, which is that this matter should 
be further considered, will be attained. 
I have risen for the purpose of 
appealing to the noble Duke to be con- 
tent with moving his Resolution down to 
the words “shall be amended,” and to 
appeal to vour Lordships to agree to the 
proposal to be submitted by Lord Stan- 
more, so as to secure the appointment of 
a Committee to consider this matter. 


THe Duke or NORFOLK: My Lords, 
after the expressions of opinion we have 
heard I think it is clear that the vast 
majority of your Lordships do feel that a 
change must be carried out. ‘The 
Government shrink from the responsi- 
bility of doing it, but hope people in 
private may mature things so that some 
action on their part might become more 
possible than the noble Marquess regards 
it at present. I do not know how my 
noble friend Lord Jersey would regard 
the Motion if I accepted the suggestion 
to leave out all the words after the word 
*“amended,” and whether he would 
then withdraw his Amendment. I feel 
the justice of what Lord Jersey said. He 
said, in effect, “ We all wish to amend 
this. Why do you insist on committing 
us to the statement that nothing will be 
accepted which includes the condemna- 
tion or repudiation of specific doctrines ? 
Why not leave it to a Committee 
to deal with the matter?” J 
feel the force of that, and therefore I 
do not wish to press my Motion to a 
division and try to commit your Lord- 
ships—partly because I think it is clear 

Lord Herries. 
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to the statement in the latter part of my 
Motion. I do not know what position 
Lord Jersey would take up if I accepted 
the suggestion which has been thrown. 
out by Lord Crewe. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
farl of HALSBuRY): My Lords, I inter. 
vene only for a moment to deprecate the 
alteration of Motions by suggestions made: 
across the floor of the House, the full 
effect of which may not be immediately 
apparent. The suggestion is that all 
which appears in the earlier part of the 
Motion should be retained, and only the 
last three lines omitted. It will be 
observed that in the earlier part of the 
Motion it is stated that— 

‘* Whereas, in addition to these securities, the 
Sovereign is required, immediately after his 
accession, to make a Declaration, commonly 
called the Declaration against Transubstantia- 
tion, which is deeply and needlessly offen- 
sive to many millions of loyal subjects 
of His Majesty, this House is of opinion that 
the Declaration aforesaid ought to be 
amended.” 

I am quite sure that I speak truly the: 
feeling of a great number of our Protes- 
tant fellow-subjects when I say that any 
amendment which would negative the 
positive disavowal of the Roman Catholic 
faith would be what this country would 
not accept, and acceptance of this sug- 
gested Amendment would be an assump- 
tion by your Lordships that that is what 
the country would accept. What the 
Protestant people of this country desire 
is that there should be a Declaration such 
as no honest person could take if he were 
a Roman Catholic, and which therefore: 
forms an additional security for the Pro 
testant Succession. Ido not wish to go 
into what happened on_ the previous 
occasion, but I think Lord Herries is a 
little mistaken in regard to what took 
place in connection with the abandonment 
of the Bill by His Majesty’s Government 
My noble friend Lord Llandaff expressly 
stated, and his statement was not repu- 
diated by anybody at the time, that he 
would prefer that the coarse and violent 
language in which the Declaration was 
contained should be retained than that it 
should be so amended that it should still 
retain the power of repudiating doctrines 
of the Roman Catholic Church; and it 
was upon that that my noble friend the 
late Lord Salisbury stated that it was im- 
possible for His Majesty’s Government, in 
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the circumstances, to endeavour to pass 
the Bill. It appears to me that the 
acceptance of a new form of Motion to- 
day would be dangerous, and I hope your 
Lordships will not acquiesce in any such 
course. 


THE Duke or NORFOLK: My 
Lords, as I have already stated, I am pre- 
pared to withdraw my Motion in favour 
of the Amendment of the Earl of Jersey. 
It reaffirms the opinion of your Lordships’ 
House that the Declaration ought to be 
amended, and I trust that it will be 
followed by the acceptance of Lord Stan- 
more’s Motion, and that the Government 
will appoint a Committee. 

On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Motion,” resolved in the negative. 


Words inserted. 


Resolution, as amended, agreed to. 


*LorD STANMORE: My Lords, I 
now rise to move the Amendment of which 
I have given notice, namely, that a 
Select Committee be appointed to con- 
sider whether any unnecessarily offensive 
words may not be expunged from the 
Declaration without incurring the dan- 
ger contemplated. My Motion as it 
appears to me, is the only logical and 
reasonable complement and fulfilment of 
the Resolution which the House has just 
adopted. That Resolution contains two 
propositions, the one that the King’s 
Declaration made upon his accession 
ought not to contain words unnecessarily 
offensive ; the other that nothing should 
be done to impair the security of 
the Protestant Succession to the Crown. 
But there the Resolution stops. The 
only logical conclusion to it is to 
attempt to find some mode of recon- 
ciling the two propositions there put 
forward. That task I believe to be 
not impossible, and easier, instead of 
more difficult, now than it wasa year ago. 


The noble Earl who moved the Reso- 
lution which has now been adopted, 
said, among other things, that it was 
not for him to say whether this was 
or was not the time suitable for ap- 
pointing a Committee of Investigation. 
Why not, I should lke to know. The 
noble Earl is as independent a Member 
of your Lordships’ House as any noble 
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Lord present, and it is surely as open to 
him as it is to any other of your Lord- 
ships tosay whether in his opinion the 
formation of a Committee to discuss 
this question is desirable or undesirable. 
I cannot conceive why he should leave 
that point without an expression of 
opinion of his own. But, however 
that may be, we have advanced, I 
think, some way towards agreement. 
The offensiveness of certain of the 
expressions used in the King’s Deelar- 
ation is admitted generally by Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House and 
of all shades of opinion. On the other 
hand, the opinion of the House that 
nothing should be done to impair the 
security of the Protestant Succession is 
equally clear. Therefore it remains to be 
seen by what process we can best arrive 
at harmonising those two propositions. 
Surely the way in which that could be 
most effectually effected is by the con- 
stitution of a Committee of this House— 
a Committee not like the one which three 
years ago sat fora few minutes to con- 
sider a previously prepared document 
brought before it to be adopted 
almost without discussion, but a Com- 
mittee upon which representatives of 
those who feel aggrieved by _ the 
expressions in the Declaration should 
be present — upon which  Prelates 
of the Established Church, which is 
said to be threatened by any alteration cf 
the Declaration, should also sit—a Com- 
mittee composed of men from both sides of 
the House, impartial and experienced, who 
would give, not ten minutes or so, but a 
full and careful consideration to the 
question what words could be ex- 
punged without danger, and what words 
could be retained without offence. 


Personally, I should be glad to see the 
Declaration altogether abolished, because 
I regard it as a mischievous anachronism 
—an anachronism, because the main 
object of its imposition upon the 
Crown was to prevent the exercise by a 
Roman Catholic of executive power then 
personally exercised by the King. But 
that executive power the King no longer 
exercises. It is now exercised by the 
Cabinet of the day, and if there is really 
an apprehension on the part of the British 
public against entrusting executive admin 
istration to Roman Catholic hands, that 
Declaration which the Sovereign makes 
should be required also from every member 
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of the Cabinet on his becoming a confiden- 
tial adviser of the Crown. But, as a matter 
of fact, that apprehensionis no longer enter- 
tained. People are not now so sensitive 
as they used to be as to Roman Catholics oc- 
cupying this or that office. There is hardly 
any of the highest offices of the State to 
which a Roman Catholic may not now 
aspire, and during the last twenty years no 
less than three different Secretaryships of 
State have been held by Roman Catholics. 
One of them held the Home Secretaryship, 
in which Department the executive power 
of the Crown in almost all that relates to 
executive administration in this country 
is vested. Those powers were admir- 
ably administered by a Roman Catholic, 
namely, by my noble friend Lord Llan- 
daff. And what was the result of that 
appointment ? Was there a panic created 
throughout England ? Was there a 
general alarm at this executive power 
being placed in the hands of a Roman 
Catholic? Not at all. It was regarded 
with the utmost calmness. It caused no 
ruffle on the surface of society. Every- 
body knew that the interests of the 
Crown were as safe in those hands as in 
those of the sternest Prostestant. 


The Royal Declaration 


But that is not the question before the 
House. I have stated my _persoal 
opinion that it is clear that the great 
majority of this House, and I believe the 
great majority of the country, desire 
that a Declaration of the WKing’s Pro- 
testant belief should be _ retained. 
The only question then that remains is 
to render that Declaration as little 
offensive as may be to members of 
another faith. Now, if such a Com- 
mittee as I have suggested be appointed, 
I think it would not only be not im- 
possible, but really not very difficult, 
to arrive at a form of words which, on 
the one hand, would ensure the Protes- 
tantism of the King, and, on the other, 
would remove from the Declaration all 
that is offensive to Roman Catholics. 
I cannot understand, I confess, the 
position of the Government on this 
question. My noble friend the noble 
Marquess [Lord Ripon] and the most rev 
Primate, the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
say it is for the Government to initiate 
this matter. But the Government do not 
seem to accept that responsibility. 


I hold that you will find in such a 
Committee as I have suggested the 
easiest, the best, and the safest way of 


Lord Stanmore. 
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arriving at an agreement or of discovering 
that an agreement is impossible. 
If the Committee do arrive at an agree- 
ment this question is then harmoniously 
settled, which your Lordships may be 
well assured the mere passing of the 
noble Earl's Resolution will certainly 
not effect. That Resolution will cer- 
tainly not set the question at rest 
permanently. If, on the other hand, 
the Committee should really find out 
that the Protestant Succession to the 
Crown rests on 80 narrow a. basis, 
on so insecure a foundation, that the 
omission of two or three words from the 
Declaration is likely to bring it to the 
ground with a crash, then at least those 
who object to any alteration will have a 
better ground for maintaining their 
argument than they have at present. 
I say, therefore, that in the interests 
of both parties the appointment of such a 
Committee is desirable. I would only 
add that it seems to me the conduct of 
His Majesty’s Government with regard to 
this matter like that of a spoilt and 
pouting child. They have said, “We 
acknowledge that something should be 
done, we have proposed something to you 
to be done, but as you have rejected our 
prescription you shall not try any other.” 
I say, now that the Government pre- 
scription has gone, let us try the 
prescription of referring the matter to a 
large Committee, well and carefully ap- 
pointed, and let them thresh the matter 
out by seriously considering what 
words are justly objected to, and what 
words must necessarily be retained. I beg 
to move the Amendment standing in my 
name. 


Amendment moved— 


“To add the following words to the Resolu- 
tion, ‘and that a Select Committee be ap- 
pointed to consider whether any unnecessarily 
offensive words may not be expunged from the 
King’s Declaration without incurring such 
danger.’ ’—(Lord Stanmore.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 
must confess that I regret the line which 
His Majesty's Government took with 
regard to the suggestion of my noble 
friend Lord Crewe, namely, to omit the 
last three lines of the noble Duke's 
Motion ; and if the noble and learned 
Earl on the Woolsack will allow me to 
say so, I doubt the accuracy of his sug- 
gestion of order in that matter, because 
both in this House and in the other 
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House, I have known cases constantly 
happen in which, by leave of the House, 
movers of Resolutions have been allowed 
to slightly alter the terms of those Re- 
solutions before they moved them. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
noble Lord is mistaken. I never said it 
was out of order. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I beg the 
noble and learned LEarl’s pardon. I 
misunderstood him. I am sorry His 
Majesty’s Government did not see their 
way to accept the amended Resolution in 
preference to the one moved by Lord 
Jersey; and for this reason, that the 
amended Resolution of the noble Duke 
would have given some definite conclusion 
for the House to arrive at. By passing 
that Resolution the House would have 
distinctly affirmed the desirablity of 
amending the Declaration as it now stands. 
The Resolution that we have now before 
us to amend, moved by Lord Jersey, 
suggests nothing at all. It leaves the 
whole question hung up without any sug- 
gestion being made. That, I think, is un- 
fortunate, because from what I could 
gather, listening carefully to all the admir- 
able speeches that have been made in the 
House to-day, there is practically un- 
animity that it is desirable, if possible, to 
amend this Declaration. I therefore say, 
my Lords, that it is almost the necessary 
consequence of our debate that further 
steps should be taken by way of appoint- 
ing some sort of inquiry, whether it be 
by a Committee of this House or a Joint 
Committee of both Houses, or by a Royal 
Commission, to determine what further 
steps should be taken and whether some 
agreement could not be arrived at 
between the parties. 


The noble Marquess said he thought 
that before the Government could consent 
to a Committee there should be some 
definite sign of a drawing together of the 
various parties to this discussion. I think 
my noble friend, Lord Herries, has to- 
night given a very considerable indica- 
tion that there is such a drawing together. 
I think his speech distinctly showed that 
there was a desire on the part of the Catho- 
lic Peers, as voiced by my noble friend, to 
endeavour to come to terms with other 


parties in this House who desire to see, 
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the Declaration amended. I am not, of 
course, in @ position to speak with 
authority in the matter, but I should hope 
very much that, supposing a Committee 
either of this House or of the two 
Houses was constituted, we should find 
Catholic Peers willing to take their seats 
on that Committee and to give to it the 
benefit of their advice and knowledge. 
On all grounds I would _ earnestly 
press on His Majesty’s Government 
to complete the work of to-night by 
consenting to such a step being taken as 
will secure a further consideration of the 
matter from all its lights, and with the 
assistance of all parties. 


THE DUKE oF NORTHUMBERLAND: 
My Lords, I agree with almost every 
word in the earlier part of the speech of 
the noble Lord who has just sat down. 
The noble Lord told us that we were in 
the awkward position of having come to 
a Resolution which had no definite con- 
clusion, and then he went on to recommend 
that the Resolution should be the basis of 
the appointment of a Committee. I 
should have drawn just the opposite 
conclusion, and should have ventured to 
urge that if this House thinks it right to 
appoint a Committee to consider so grave 
and important a subject as this, it should 
give that Committee some much clearer 
mandate than it can find in the Resolution 
now before the House. Although the 
noble Lord who has just sat down does 
not attach any importance to the argu- 
ment, I confess I am very much 
impressed by what has been said 
by the noble Marquess the Leader of 
this House as to the absolute necessity, 
before anything can be done in this 
matter, that some rapprochement 
between the various parties should be 
arrived at. I am not at this hour going 
to detain your Lordships with any further 
remarks, but! wish to take the opportunity 
of testing the feeling of the House upon 
this question, and therefore I venture to 
move “the previous Question.” I trust 
we shall be willing to adopt that course 
as marking on the one hand our sense of 
the importance of the subject, and on the 
other our utter incapacity of dealing with 
it at the present moment. 


Moved, The previous Question.—(The 
Duke of Northumberland.) 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : 
that Lord Stanmore’s Motion does give a 
distinct mandate. It says— 

‘*To consider whether any unnecessarily 
offensive words may not be expunged from the 
King’s Declaration without incurring such 
danger.” 


THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The Mar- 
quess of SALISBURY): My Lords, perhaps 
it is due to the House that I should ex- 
plain the view His Majesty’s Government 
take of the Motion which has been made 
by the noble Duke (the Duke of North- 
umberland). I do not agree with the 
criticisms which have been made by 
the noble Lord opposite (Lord Tweed- 
mouth), nor do I agree with the 
criticisms of the noble mover of this 
particular Amendment. Lord Tweed- 
mouth seemed to think that the Resolu- 
tion to which the House has just come 
was an unsatisfactory Resolution. I 
cannot agree with him. It seems to me 
to be an expression of the opinion of 
the House in very felicitous language. 
In the first place, we express the 
opinion that we do not desire to see 
anything in the Declaration which is 
offensive to our Roman Catholic fellow- 
subjects, and, on the other hand, we 
assert our conviction that nothing must 
be done to injure the security of the 
Protestant Succession. 


Neither can I agree that His Majesty's 
Government have failed to provide any 
prescription for the ill which the whole 
House admits. It is well known that on 
the last occasion—namely, last year—on 
which this subject was discussed in your 
Lordships’ House, the then Leader of the 
House (the Duke of Devonshire) declared 
that the offer which the Government had 
previously made was still open, if that 
offer recommended itself to those who 
were interested in the subject. And, my 
Lords, that brings me to remind your 
Lordships that that offer was the outcome 
of the recommendation of a Committee. 
Well, the offer failed. That is to say, 
we have tried a Committee, and a Com- 
mittee has not succeeded, and now we 
are asked to try another Committee. The 
Government naturally. hesitate before 
assenting to the appointment of a Com- 
mittee, which course has already been 
prescribed, and has failed to effect a cure. 
But we do not desire, of course, to take 
such an attitude as would absolutely close 
the door. My noble friend, the Leader of 
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the House, has already explained to your 
Lordships that he is not without hope 
that an approximation of view between 
the two extreme sides of opinion on this 
question may be brought about, and I can 
assure your Lordships that if any such 
communications as the noble Marquess re- 
ferred to reach His Majesty’s Government, 
we shall receive them with the greatest 
respect, and with every hope that they 
may lead to a settlement. But it is clear 
we have not reached that point yet. 


THE Eart oF SAMPERDOWN : Why 
not ? 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : The 
noble Lord opposite asks me why not. | 
have explained to him that there is no 
such approximation of view at present. 
If the noble Lord wishes me to go back 
into the arguments which have just been 
engaging your Lordships I will do so, but 
I think it is clearer from the speech of the 
noble Earl (Lord Crewe) than from that of 
anybody else, that there is a profound 
difference of opinion as to the way in 
which thissubject ought to be approached. 
The noble Earl explained that what was 
essential in the Declaration as it stool 
was dissociation from the Roman Catholic 
position; that is to say, the mere asser- 
tion of adhesion to the Protestant faith 
was not, in his opinion, sufficient. 


*THeE Ear, or CREWE: What I said 
was that, like the most rev. Primate, I 
found it difficult to conceive the possi- 
bility of finding words which would 
express the Sovereign’s adherence to the 
Protestant faith without such repudia- 
tion, but I said that I hoped such words 
could be found. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: At 
any rate, the noble Earl experienced great 
difficulty, and nothing that had been said 
in this debate had solved the difficulty, 
in his opinion. I think, therefore, that 
I am justified in saving that the difficul- 
ties have not been swept away, and that 
the time for appointing a Committee has 
not arrived. We shall cordially support 
the proposal of the noble Duke behind 
me, which will have the effect of not 
closing the door, and will at the same 
time prevent your Lordships from arriv- 
ing at any decision. 
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*TueE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TREBURY: My Lords, I should like 
to say a single word as to the 
ground on which alone I can sup- 
port the noble Duke’s Amendment. 
It is because the Government suggest 
that it is the best course for us to 
pursue, with a view to arriving at a solu- 
tion of what isan admitted difficulty. If 
I understand rightly the speech of the 
noble Marquess who has just sat down, 
His Majesty’s Government accepts the 
responsibility of ultimately having to 
deal with this matter, provided the pre- 
liminary steps can be taken which they 
have themselves suggested. That being 
so, I certainly think that we ought to 
adopt their advice as to the mode in 
which it is desirable to proceed. But if 
the previous Question means shelving 
this matter altogether, and saying that we 
are not to hear any more about it, and 
that those epithets which we all regard 
as so undesirable are to remain in the 
Declaration, then I could not vote for the 
noble Duke’s propos'tion. It is on the 
other understanding that I shall be pre- 
pared to vote for it. 


THe Duke or NORFOLK: My Lords, 
as I understand it, the House has now 
distinctly affirmed the principle that it 
is desirous that no expressions un- 
necessarily hurtful to Roman Catholics 
shall be contained in the Declaration. 
Having brought this matter forward, I 
fe?! bound to express my thanks to the 
House for having affirmed that, although 
it falls short of the decision I had hoped 
might have been come to. It seems to 
ine that the obvious thing to do now is 
to appoint a Committee. That is the 
only logical position. If His Majesty’s 
Government shrink from that, and if, as 
I understand, they pledge themselves —— 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE 


dissented. 


Tae Dcexe or NORFOLK: I under- 
stood the noble Marquess, the Lord 
Privy Seal, to say that if a rapproche- 
ment could be brought about which 
would produce something like a settle- 
ment, His Majesty’s Government would 
consider it, and do their best to secure 
its realisation. 
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THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
What was said as to the position of His 
Majesty’s Government in regard to a 
rapprochement was that, if conclusive 
evidence of such a rapprochement were 
within our knowledge, we should then 
be prepared to consider the question of 
appointing a Committee, but that in the 
absence of such evidence we felt bound 
to oppose the Motion of the noble 
Lord. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I 
should like to observe that the noble 
Marquess, the Lord Privy Seal, can 
hardly be aware of the terms of the 
amended Declaration as brought before 
the House by the Committee of 1901. 
If he will refresh his memory on that 
point, I think he will see that the 
amended Declaration was very nearly as 
objectionable as the original Declaration ; 
and it was more objectionable in one 
respect. It is sometimes more possible 
to put up with something old which you 
have inherited, and for which you are not 
responsible, than to put up with some- 
thing new for which you are responsible ; 
and it certainly appeared to me that the 
result of the labours of the Committee, as 
shown in the Declaration which they 
brought forward, was at allevents in that 
latter respect much more objectionable 
than the Declaration we have been con- 
sidering to-day. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
I did not say that the amended Declara- 
tion was perfect. My point was to call 
attention to the fact that the prescription 
of a Committee had been tried and had 
failed. 


Viscount HALIFAX: Yes, but I 
would point out to the noble Marquess 
that it does not follow that, because one 
Committee has failed, a wiser Committee 
would not succeed. I should like also to 
remind the noble Marquess that there is 
a most remarkable circumstance con- 
nected with this whole subject, and that 
is the difference between what people say 
in public and what they say in private. 
Ihave not met anyone in private who 
has not admitted that the Declaration is 
offensive and superfluous, but when they 
come to talk about the matter in public, 
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they appear to be so dreadfully intimi- 
dated by the fear of Orange opposition 
that they lose all theircommon sense. It 
has been mentioned already this after- 
noon, but I think it might be mentioned 
again, that at this particular moment 
there is nothing whatever to prevent 
every single Member of the House of 
Commons and of this House. being a 
Roman Catholic. 


There is another fact to which I should 
like to draw attention, which throws a 
good deal of light upon the sincerity of 
the arguments which have been adduced, 
and upon the real weight that lies 
behind them. I believe that most of the 
Noncomformist bodies, to whom much of 
the opposition to this proposal is due, 
and certainly the great mass of the 
Liberal Party have all committed them- 
selves to the position that to impose a 
test upon any teacher in any school sup- 
ported by public funds is a thing not to 
be tolerated. Look at the consequence 
of that in regard to a teacher who is to 
teach religion. That teacher may be a 
Roman Catholic, and yet no danger arises 
to the child ; but in the case of the King, 
who teaches nobody, and whose religious 
opinions will not affect, probably, a single 
one of his subjects, we are at once told 
that the whole situation is in danger if 
the King is to be—what !—to be relieved 
of his Coronation Oath ? — No—to be 
relieved of the provisions of the Act of 
Settlement?—No, but merely to be relieved 
of a test which is admitted to be offensive, 
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which is not necessary, and which puts. 
the King in a most disagreeable position,, 
compelling him to do that which is most 
disagreeable and offensive, not only to 
his Roman Catholic subjects, but, despite 
the presence of the right rev. Prelate 
who spoke a short time ago—the Lord 
Bishop of Bristol-. to all well-instructed 
Christians, who are not the victims of. 
ignorance and prejudice. 


Last year we heard with very great 
pleasure a statement from the most rev. 
Primate the Archbishop of Canterbury 
that he did not think it impossible to 
devise a form of words which should not. 
condemn or repudiate specific doctrines, 
and we hoped, after that statement, that 
the most rev. Primate, in conjunction with 
the noble Duke who brought this subject 
before your Lordships to-day, might have 
been able to arrive at such a modified 
Declaration as might be passed by the 
agreement of the whole House. [ ask, 
if such a course is a desirable one, and one 
which we all wished to see carried out, 
how can we arrive at it except by the 
appointment of a Committee ? I earnestly 
hope your Lordships will see your way to 
pass the addition moved by the noble 
Lord on the Cross Benches, for it is not to: 
the credit of this House that an important. 
question of this kind should be pushed on 
one side for fear of opposition which has 
only to be looked in the face for it to be 
seen how little importance there is in it. 


On Question, their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 36; Not-contents, 103. 
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Forester, L. 
| Glanusk, L. 
| Greville, L. 
CHANTREY TRUST. 
The following Lords were named of 
the Select Committee— 
E. Carlisle. L. Ribblesdale. 
E. Lytton. L. Newton. 
E. Crewe. L. — llanin. 
L. Windsor. 
The Committee to meet on Tuesday 
next, at three o'clock, and to appoint their 
own Chairman. 


Churchill, V. [Ted/er] 
Cross, V. 


OPEN SPACES BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 
RESERVE FORCES BILL [H.1. ]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Seven o’clock, to 


Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o'clock. 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 1st July, 1904. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 








PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 





Windsor, L. 
Wolverton, L. 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 





, Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating im 


the Lords, and referred on the First 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not: 


previously inquired into, and which are 


| applicable thereto, have been complied 


with, viz.:—Barry Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill [Lords]; Oakengates and 
Dawley Joint Water Board Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps], 
(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the- 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, no Standing Orders are applic- 
able, viz.:—Canal Rates and Charges. 
(Regent’s Canal) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


COUNTY OF SUFFOLK BILL (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NOT 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeakER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, referred pursuant: 
to the Order of the House of the 27th 
day of June, the Standing Orders*which. 
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‘are applicable thereto have not been 
‘complied with, viz. :—County of Suffolk 
Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


London and North Western Railway 
Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
-and agreed to. 


Ticeburst and District Water and Gas 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill 
{Lords]. As amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


Minehead Urban District Council 
Water Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Ordered, That Standing 
‘Order 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
-and passed. 


Melrose District Water Order Confirma- 
tion Bill. Considered; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


Tynemouth Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Harrogate Waterworks Tramroad Bill 
{Lords}; Ebbw Vale Urban District 
Water Bill [Lords]; Derwent Valley 
Water Board Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments; Reports to lie upon 
‘the Table, and to be printed. 


Richard Jaeger’s Patent Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [Lords]. Re- 
‘ported, without Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
‘(Birmingham) Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
without Amendments [Provisional Order 
-confirmed]; Keport to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time 
‘upon Monday next. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Reported, without 
-Amendments [Provisional Orders con- | 
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firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Mon- 
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| day next. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions against; from Aberfeldy; 
Accrington ; Ardsley; Ashton under 
Lyne; Badbury; Barry; Barry Dock; 
Bodmin; Bradford; Brailes; Broad 
Town; Bronynant ; Cawthorne ; Cheadle; 
Chesham (eight); Colwyn Bay; Cotting- 
ham; Crowton; Dalton; Dunmore; 
Kast Glamorgan; Edinburgh; Edles- 
borough; Enderby; Falkirk ; Falmouth ; 
Glaisdale; Hackney; Hampton Court; 
Harthill; Higher Walton; Histon ;#Hod- 
son; Houlsyke; Hoylake; Hurnworth 
on Tees; Ketley Bank; Kidderminster; 
Lanark ; Lancaster; Langthorpe ; Little- 


worth ; Llanivet; London; Loxley; 
Mapperley; Market Rasen; Marton le 
Moor; Melbourne (two); Melmerby; 
Methwold; Middle Rasen; Morecambe 


(two); Motherwell (two): Mountsorrel 
(two); Nanstallon; Newcastle-on-Tyne 
(two); Norton le Clay; Nottingham ; 
Penmaenrhos; Polbrock; Pontlottyn; 
Rainton; St. Helen’s; Scarborough; 
Selkirk; Snow Hill; Stockport; Strat- 
ford; Swindon; Swinton; Tamworth; 
Terrington St. Clement ; Thorpe ; Totten- 
ham (two); Turnchapel ; Upper Stratton ; 


Walthamstow; Wanborough; War- 
borough ; Westerdale; West Kirby ; 


Whitwinch ; Wigan; and Wroughton ; to 

lie upon the Table. 

LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Motherwelll in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions for alteration; from Leek: 
and Nottingham ; to lie upon the Table. 
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RAILWAYS (PRIVATE SIDINGS) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SMALL HOLDERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) 
COMPENSATION BILL. 
Petition from Motherwell, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petitions for alteration; from Creli- 
ton; ani Hayfield; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WHALING AND WHALE-CURING 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presentel, of Report of a Depart- 
mental Committee appointel by the 
Secretary for Scotlani to inquire into 
the new Whaling and Whale-curing 
Inlustry on the Coast of Scotland and 
the adjacent waters. Vol. I., Report [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Draft Scheme of Charity Commissioners 

for Whitstable Charities. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Al- 
bans): To ask the hon. Member for 
Tonbridge, as Parliamentary Charity 
Commissioner, whether his attention has 
been called to the local opposition to 
the draft scheme of the Charity Com- 
missioners for the Whitstable Charities, 
in the county of Kent, in which the in- 
come originally provided for the pay- 
ment of teachers’ salaries is to be 
applied to the maintenance of the build- 
ings of the Whitstable and Seasalter 
national school; ani whether the Com- 
missioners will abstain from sanctioning 
and sealing the scheme until they have 
heard the views of the Whitstable Urban 
District Council ani of the local eluca- 
tion authority. 


; (Answered by Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
'he Commissioners are making a scheme 
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for the purpose of determination under 
The Board of Education Act, 1399. At 
the request of the trustees, an1 of the 
Board of Education, made by letter of 
12th March, 1903, they consented to 
embody in the scheme arranzements for 
raising money to effect a necessary 
enlarzement of the school. These 
arranzements, ani the plans for the 
new buillings, were submitted by the 
Commissioners’ desire to the Kent Local 
Elucation Authority. The Commis- 
sioners were, on 23ri February, 1904, 
informe! of the formal approval of the 
plans by the local elucation authority 
and the Board of Education. The 
scheme was duly publishel, ani a copy 
sent to th: Whitstable Urban District 
Council on 29th April last. No objection 
was received by the Commissioners, and 
th: expeniiture has accordingly pro- 
ceelei, with their sanction, and it does 
not appear possible to raise now any 
question as to these arranzements, but, 
subject thereto, no diversion of the 
money applicable for teachers’ salaries is 
effecte1 by the scheme. 


Questions. 


Transfer of Powers of Irish Harbour Com- 
missioners to the County Councils. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he would 
have any objection to introluce a short 
Bill this session, givinz the Irish Local 
Government Boar1 power, by Provisional 
Order, to transfer to a county council any 
of the powers, duties, and liabilities of any 
harbour commissioners or trustees (ex- 
cept the commissioners of Royal har- 
bours) in cases where such a transfer is 
agreed to both by the county council 
and by the truste2s or commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 beg 
to refer the hon. Baronet to Section 20 of 
The Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, and to the powers of the Board of 
Trade under the general Piers and 
Harbours Acts. No further legislation in 
reference to the matter appears to be 
necessary. 


Delay in the Publication of Consular 
Reports. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will explain why 
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delay in publication till 27th June took 
place in connection with a Consular 
Report from Malaga received at the 
Foreign Office on 19th May, with a Con- 
sular Report from Persia received on 16th 
May, and with a Consular Report from 
Ningpo received on 27th May; and 
whether he will endeavour to expeite 
the publication of such Reports. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The date 
of publication was Saturday the 25th of 
June. The delay was with the printer, 
whose attention will be called to the 
matter, but it is no doubt due to the 
fact that the chief pressure of the year 
occurs at this time. 


Scales for Weighing Letters in Sub-Post 
Offices. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the fact that in small 
districts where sub-postmasters earn on 
an averace about £7 a year they are com- 
pelled to provide at their own expense 
scales and weights for use in weighing let- 
ters, while spring balances are supplied by 
the Post Office for weighing parcels, he 
will order that weights and scales shall also 


be provided in such sub-post offices free | 


by the Department. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) It was 
formerly the rule to require sub-post- 
masters at offices of the class mentioned 
to provide weights and scales for weigh- 
ing letters; but for many years it has 
been the practice for the Department to 
supply these articles when the circum- 
stances appeared to justify such a course. 


Remuneration of Irish Sub-Postmasters. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
state the amount of remuneration annu- 
ally paid to sub-postmasters in Ireland, 
with and without money order and tele- 
graph offices attached. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
obtaining this information, and will com- 
municate it to the hon. Member. 


Customs— Promotion of Junior Assistant 
Clerks for Special Checking Work. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he is aware that in the 
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Statistical Department of the Customs. 
several junior assistant clerks have been 
awarded a special checking allowance of 
£30 per annum; that these clerks have 
less than seven years service, and that 
they have been selected for this promo- 
tion, passing over many senior assistant. 
clerks of approved character and ability, 
with three times their length of service ; 
and, if so, whether he can give any 
special reason in explanation. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I am informed that there have been three 
such selections, and that the junior as- 
sistants clerk were so selected because: 
they were more capable than any on the 
list of senior assistant clerks. 


LICENSING BILL (PROCEDURE). 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.), on rising to 
move the Resolution of which he had 
given notice for the expedition of the 
Licensing Bill, was received with low! 
cheers and counter-cheers and cries of 
“Gag.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope that through- 
out this debate, which obviously causes. 
considerable excitement, hon. Members. 
will refrain from using other than purely 
Parliamentary expressions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think, at all 
events, I can promise that nothing I 
shall say this morning will add to the ex- 
citement the effects of which you, Mr. 
Speaker, deprecate. Before I enter on 
the arguments which I hope will con- 
vince the House that the Motion | 
am making is a reasonable and neces- 
sary one, may I say, by way of pre- 
face, that in the manner in which it 
has been placed on the Paper—that is, 
as to the amount of notice given—the 
Government has not been open to the 
criticisms which have been freely made: 
against it? We have been accused of 
violating all the precedents in respect of 
the shortness of the notice given to the 
House and the consequent inconvenience 
imposed on hon. Members who may have 
desired to give notice of opposition or to 
consider the course they should take when 
the Motion is introduced. I was very 
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’ Motion was taken on 2nd August. 





much startled by a statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Aberdeen, and I have since looked up 
the precedents. It will not take a 
moment, if the House will allow me, to 
run through them. I find that in the 
case of the Crimes Act of 1887 notice was 
given at the commencement of the 
sitting of 9th June and the Motion was 
moved on 10th June.j 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): But there is a good deal of 
difference between giving notice in the 
afternoon and after midnight. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the case of 
the Parnell Commission Act of 1888 
notice was given oa Ist August anl the 
In the 
case of the Home Kule Bill of 1893 
notice was given (the terms not being 
settled till the afternoon) on the 28th 
day of the month and the Motion was 
made on the 29th. In the case of the 
Evicted Tenants Bill of 1894 notice was 
siven in the afteraoon of 30th July and 
the Motion was moved on 31st July. It 
will be seen, therefore, that we have far 
exceeded the notice given in the case of 
all these precedents; and, althouzh I do 
not wish to base myself on precedents, 
I should be sorry if the House remained 
under the impression that any unusual 
course has been taken now against their 
iaterest. If there has been a departure 
from precedent, it has been in the direc- 
tion of extending and not restricting the 
amount of notice given. 


In moving this #Resolution i do 
not propose for one instant to dis- 
cuss the merits of the Bill which we 
have had under consideration. It 
would be out of order. It would not 


only be out of order, it would be wholly: 


irrelevant to the argument which I pro- 
pose to address to the House; for I do 
not think any hon. Gentleman is com- 
petent, ,if I may respectfully say so, to 
vive a judgment on the Motion I am 
now proposing, unless he considers that 
Motion in relation to the whole course 
not merely of Parliamentary business 
in this session, but in any session. And 
it is because on the broadest prin- 
ciples I believe there is no course 
open to us but that which I have 
adopted that I am now asking the House 
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to adopt it. It is no new opinion of mine 
—it has been an opinion often expressed 
in this House, and it has been an opinion 
of predecessors of mine of greater author- 
ity — that the Parliamentary machine 
cannot be expected to work smoothly, 
efficiently, or reasonably if too great 
a tax is put upon it as regards the time 
to which its sessions extend or the labours 
with which those sessions are occupied. 
In my judgment, and speaking broadly, 
I think six months and a half is quite as 
much time as it is wise to ask the House 
of Commons to give to its work. I think 
it would be most foolish to lay down a 
fixed day, as is the rule in some foreign 
countries, when our labours should come 
to anend. I quite agree that exceptional 
circumstances may arise when we may 
profitably but unfortunately drag on our 
deliberations to much beyond the period 
I have suggested; but that period, with 
the exception of the Education Bill year, 
has been the normal period, or about the 
normal period, since 1896. It is far in 
excess of the labour imposed in France, 
in Germany, and in Italy on the Parlia- 
ments of those respective countries ; and 
[ am convinced that no worse service 
could be done to the House of Commo.s 
than to ask it to undertake an average 
of business that would extend, roughly 
speaking, not only beyond the six months 
and a half I have spoken of, but to some 
indefinite period that might extead—as, 
indeed, on one occasion it did extend—~ 
not only over the remaining months of 
the year in which the session started, 
but far into the year succeeding. 


If that general proposition be accepte 1, 
and I do not think it will be denie 1, surely 
this second proposition will be accepted 
by any man who considers in a calm and 
reasonable spirit the conditions under 
which we carry on Parliamentary lezisla- 
tion. These six months and a half must 
be devoted, of course, to more than one 
subject—I will classify the subjects in a 
moment—but everybody must admit 
surely that a reasonable portion of the 
time must be granted to the Government 
of the day for carrying through its 
legislation. Of course, if the Government 
of the day brings forward some enormous 
and impossible programme—I do not 
mean in the sense of unreasonable, but 
impossible in point of size—and en- 
deavours to thrust this down the throats 
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of the House of Commons—if we are 
guilty of the charge of having brought 
forward, or of being desirous of thrusting 
down the throats of the House of 
Commons, a programme of unreasonable 
size, then I think there would be a valid 
reason against the Motion I am now 
proposing. Now, how are you going to 
allocate the various kinds of business the 
House has to deal with in the course of 
an average session of six and a half 
months? I will venture to say that 
perhaps the first and most important 
business is the function of criticising the 
administrative action of the Government 
that happens to be in office; and I think 
that any attempt to unduly shorten the 
time for this function for the purpose of 
passing great legislative measures, be 
they good or bad, is to be deprecated. 
But while giving full play to the duty of 
criticism, there must be a limit to the 
function of criticism if you are going to 
sit only six months and a half and are 
going to legislate and are manifestly 
going to be occupied in something besides 
comments, reasonable and fair though 
they be, on the administration of the 
affairs of the country. Consider what 
time we spend upon this during the 
session. I will classify the cccasions. 
There is, first, the debate on the King’s 
Speech, there are the debates in Supply, 
on adjournments of the House moved at 
Question time, discussion upon Motions 
of adjournment for the holidays, and 
debates on votes of censure. These are 
the occasions when criticism takes place. 
The next call upon the time of the House 
is that made in the interests of private 
Members—I do not mean in reference to 
private Bill legislation, but public busi- 
ness proposed by private Members ; and 
I think the House will admit that, 


having done our best to put the rights , 


of private Members on a fair and solid 
basis, having regard to the time at our 
disposal, we have faithfully adhered to 
the compact—I will not say compact— 
the arrangement arrived at when the 
Rules were revised. In no single case 
has the Government this session 
trespassed on a Tuesday, Wednesday, or 
Friday upon which a private Member by 
the Standing Orders has had a prior claim. 
That is the second great block of work 
that has to be done. The third is the 
Budget; and the fourth is ordinary legis- 
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lation. In regard to the Budget I will 
say a word in & moment, [ 
mean in relation to my argument. 


Well, I will say it now, that the House 


may see the line of argument I am trying 
to develop. There are times when it 
would be absurd not to distinguish the 
Budget from ordinary legislation. The 
great death duties Budget of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite was a case in 
point; it was legislation of the most 
novel and most controversial kind, which 
it might be quite right to pass, but 
which for business considerations must 
be regarded as part of the controversial 
work of the year; but, without going 
into its merits or demerits, that surely 
cannot be urged against the Budget this 
year. There must be a Budget to deal 
with the year’s finance if the money 
obligations of the Government are to be 
fulfilled; and I do not think that 
financial business could be carried on or 
obligations fulfilled by a less contro- 
versial method than that adopted by my 
right hon. friend. I donot do more than 
touch upon this, but I think every fair- 
minded man will recognise that I am not 
wrong. Having thus classified the 
business of the session, it is manifest 
that the time you give to one depart- 
ment of our activity must in proportion 
be taken from another. If the House 
insists on spending night after night on 
criticism, the time to be given to the 
consideration of legislation must thereby 
be curtailed. It is not a matter for 
argument, it is a simple question of 
addition and subtraction. 


In the light of these general propositions, 
let the House consider the course of busi- 
ness this session. Before Easter we had 
one afternoon sitting, and one afternoon 
sitting alone, which we were able to 
devote to legislation, all the rest of the 
time was entirely taken up by what I 
have described as criticism. Between 
Easter and Whitsuntide we had seven 
afternoon sittings for legislation. and 
since Whitsuntide we have had twelve 
afternoons for legislation. In my opinion 
that is too little. I know that an hon. 
Gentleman who interrupted me earlier 
thinks the House has not had enough 
time for criticism and that everything 
that for the moment stemmed and 
diverted the flood of criticism, anything 
that saved here and there an afternoon 
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for legislation and has prevented it being 
used for purposes of criticism has been 
an afternoon wasted. I do not deny that 
criticism of a Government may be reason- 
able and useful; all I say is, if you con 
sider the burden upon Parliament, the 
time has been in excess of that which 
should be given to it. I will not say it 
has been couched in improper language, 
or that it has been on improper subjects, 
or that it has been of a kind that an 
Opposition in the carrying out of its con- 
stitutional functions should not make on 
the Government in power ; but I do say, 
and say emphatically, if you are only 
going to allow the Government to have 
one afternoon before Easter for legisla- 
tion and if between Easter and Whitsun- 
tide you allow only seven, and when the 
course of business subsequent to that has 
been of the character which is fresh in 
every hon. Member's recollection, then | 
say you are making an apportionment of 
the time given to us for our work on 
wrong principles, which does not allow 
enough for legislation and gives too much 
for the element of criticism. Of course, 
as I have said, there is one qualification 
of the general principle I have laid down 
which must never be absent from the 
minds of hon. Members on either side. 
Repeating what I said earlier, while you 
must give reasonable time for legislation, 
it is on the other hand the duty of the 
Government not to ask the House to 
attempt a too great legislative task in the 
time available. If this Motion were 
brought forward to enable us to pass one 
Party measure after another, a series of 
(iovernment Bills to which the Opposition 
strongly objected, if we attempted to 
force such Bills through the House of 
Commons by the method to which I have 
now unhappily to ask the House to 
assent, that would be an unreasonable 
and tyrannical use of the power of a 
majority. Can any reasonable man who 
looks at our programme of legislation 
think that so far as controversial Bills are 
concerned we are throwing an undue 
burden on the House, or that the Resolu- 
tion I am asking the House to pass to-day 
is an undue attempt to make light of the 
task of Parliament, or that I ignore the 
desire for fresh air and exercise we hope 
to realise somewhere about the middle of 


August ? 


Now let me pass on to consider 
the work before us and our means of 
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accomplishing it if this Resolution is. 
carried. Let us suppose—it is not, I 
know the time for a statement on the- 
Government programme—let us suppose, 
for the sake of argument, that there are- 
only two Bills which can be certainly said 
to divide the House on strictly Party 
lines, the Licensing Bill and the 
Defaulting Authorities Bill. Let us- 
suppose these are the two Bills. I 
have not made any statement about 
business, I am laying before the House a. 
hypothesis which I think will enable them 
exactly to understand the position in 
which we stand with regard to business, 
and it is on that position, and that posi- 
tion alone, that I rest this morning my 
argument for the Resolution before us. 
On the hypothesis that the only contro- 
versial Bills are the Licensing Bill and 
the Defaulting Authorities Bill, Ido not 
myself think it is possible that the House 
should rise before its ordinary time — 
12th August. On that hypothesis, will 
anybody say that is an unreasonable 
amount of legislation? I have never 
known hon. or right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, when they were in the place 
which we now occupy, content themselves 
with so modest a programme. Hon.. 
Gentlemen seem to think it is relevant to 
this argument that thev happen to dis- 
like both these Bills, if they do, as I 
think they do. But we have usually. 
disliked the Bills that hon. Gentlemen 
have brought in; and I see no prospect 
of that happy day of harmony coming 
when the Opposition, from whichever 
side of the House they may be drawn, 
will rush into the lobby in support of con- 
troversial measures brought forward by. 
their opponents. The argument is al-- 
together outside the merits or demerits of 
a Bill, or whether a Bill is liked or not. 
Nobody can deny, even if we restrict our 
controversial proposals to these two 
Bills, that the session will be at least 
equal to a session of ordinary length. I 
claim that the House has a right to deal, 
favourably or unfavourably as it chooses, 
with these Bills; and I claim further that 
the Government which allows itself to be 
defeated by time on measures of that 
character and in the circumstances on 
which I have endeavoured to rest my 
appeal to the House —I think that the 
Government which allows itself to be 
beaten by time, would really be unworthy 
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of the responsibility which rests upon — 
it. 

I have little more to say except to 
point out to the House, with regard to 
the particular Bill to which this Resolu- 
tion refers, that it is, if I may venture to 
say so, wholly absurd to say that it will 
be otherwise than adequately and fully 
discussed by this House under the Reso- 
lution. I amnot going to minimise the 
importance of the Bill, because I think its 
importance is very great; but it does 
not embody many novel principles. It 
embodies the principle that existing 
licences, whether they be ordinary 
licences or whether they be ante-1869 
beer licences, should not be taken away 
without compensation. Nobody can say 
that that principle has not been 
adequately discussel. It embodies the 
principle that new licences should only 
be granted under conditions which 
would prevent a monopoly growing up— 
a most important principle, but one on 
which there is no division of opinion 
between the two sides of the House. We 
have already settled in debate the 
modification of mazisterial jurisdiction ; 
we have already discussed in Committee 
the time limit; we have already dis- 
cussed in Committee the important, but 
what I will venture to call the subsidiary, 
point of tied houses, and the basis of 
compensation; and the general policy 
of the Government as to new licences 
has, of course, been before the House 
more than once, I therefore entirely deny 
that the fundamental principles of this 
Bill, the principles which make it 
approved of on this side of the House or 
disapproved of on the other side of the 
House, have not been thoroughly thrashed 
out and that in the time still left in the 
compartment provided by this Resolution 
there will not be ample and adequate 
time for dealing with the strictly sub- 
sidiary points which may still remain 
to be discussed. But let the House 
remember this. The question before us 
is not whether particular speeches have 
been too long or too short, or whether 
particular Amendments were reasonable 
or unreasonable. The question is not 
whether the House could not go on 
discussing this Bill for weeks or months 
without irrelevancy, without anything 
which in the narrower use of that word 
might properly be described as obstruc- 
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tion. An ingenious friend of mine has 
made a calculation which seems to show 
that, if the progress of the Bill in the 
future is to be precisely upon all fours 
with its progress in the past, it will 
take exactly a year and a quarter to 
pass it. I do not know whether that 
calculation, were we to allow a year 
and a quarter, would prove to be below 
or above the mark, but I earnestly 
deprecate allowing a yearand a quarter, or 
anything like it, because [ think it would 
mean absolute ruin to debates in this 
House. When the right hon. Gentleman 
who moved the closure by compartments 
on the Evicted Tenants Bill came down 
and, in a ten minutes speech, recom- 
mended that proposal to the House, I 
remember that in his peroration he 
insisted upon taking up the Paper of 
Amendments and saving:—“‘If you 
Want justification for this Motion— 
circumspice.” The Amendments which 
so frightened the right hon. Gentleman 
with regard to the Evicted Tenants Bill 
consisted only of 22 pages. There are 
now 65 pages of Amendments on the 
Paper with reference to the Bill which 
we are now discussing. I do not doubt 
that these 65 pages will prove highly 
prolific and will have a progeny not less 
numerous than themselves. 


(Procedure . 


The House will see now the grounds—not 
irrational grounds, I think—on which I 
venture to ask them to pass this Resolu- 
tion. It is described, and from one point 
of view accurately described, as a curtail- 
ment of the liberties of this House. But 
unless the House will consent voluntarily 
to certail its opportunities of discussion, | 
venture to say it is perfectly impossible 
from time to time to avoid passing a 
Resolution of this kind. There is om 
thing worse than this species of curtail- 
ment of the liberties of the House, and 
that is that we should become a wholly 
impotent Assembly, carrying on endless 
debates month after month, wearisome 
to ourselves, nauseous to the country. 
and destructive to the dignity and 
efficiency of this Assembly. I do 
not deny that such powers as I am now 
asking for may be abused. I do not 
deny that Governments to come, as 
Governments in the past, may come 
down to the House and ask for powers 
of this character which would indeed be 
a dangerous attack upon the liberties 
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of the House. 
judged by the House on its merits; 
and if the time should come, as perhaps 
itmay, when other Ministries are in 
power, if they find themselves within six 
weeks of the normal termination of the 
session, having had but a relatively in- 
significant amount of time allowed them 
for their legislation, and if the pro- 
gramme that they put forward is as 
modest in point of bulk as that which we 
have pressed upon the House, I do not 
see myself how it would be possible for 
the House not to feel, as I feel now, that 
itis in the interests of this Assembly 
that some such step as this should be 
taken to prevent the evils which other- 
wise would ensue. 
e 

Sir, I;do not propose to claim for this 
Party the possession of greater virtues 
than those I see so amply exhibited 
upon the Benches opposite. It may 
be that we shall also ask for night 
after night on the King’s Speech, 
for one evening after another spent ia 
discussions on the Adjournment of the 
House, and for all the opportunities of 
criticism which have occupied us since 
2nd February, when we met. But if 
that occasion should occur, then, but 
then only, would they come down to the 
House with the kind of justification which 
I claim for the Resolution which I ask the 
House to accept. I am perfectly certain 
that if we desire to retain the place that 
we have hitherto held in public estima- 
tion one of two things must be done. 
Some Leader of the House must come 
down with a general scheme of distribu- 
tion of the business which shall avoid 
the evils I have endeavoured to detail to 
the House or else from time to time, 
very rarely I hope, but inevitably now 
and then, those responsible for the con- 
duct of business, from whatever side they 
are chosen, will feel, however unpleasant 
the necessity may be—and it can be 
pleasant to no man—that they will be 
compelled to come down and ask the 
future House of Commons for the same 
powers which I now with some confi- 
dence ask this House to give us. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That the proceedings in Com- 
mittee and on Report of the Licensing 
Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in 
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the manner hereinafter mentioned on six 
allotted days— 


“(a) The proceedings in Com- 
mittee on Clause 1 on the first 
allotted day. 


““(b) The proceedings in Com- 
mittee on Clauses 2 and 3 on the 
second allotted day. 


“‘(c) The proceedings in Com- 
mittee on Clause 4 on the third 
allotted day. 


“(d) The proceedings in Com- 
mittee on the remayning clauses of 
the Bill, and on any new Govern- 
ment clauses, and on schedules and 
any new Government schedules, and 
any other proceedings necessary to 
bring the Committee stage to a con- 
clusion on the fourth allotted day. 


“*(e) The proceedings on Report on 
any new clauses and on Amendments 
to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be 
brought to a conclusion on the fifth 
allotted day ; and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be 
concluded .on the sixth allotted day. 
After this Order comes into opera- 
tion, any day shall be considered an 
allotted day for the purposes of this 
Order on which the Licensing Bill is 
put down as the first Order of the 
Day: 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, 
or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., the 
Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
the Question or Questions on any Amend- 
ment or Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed succes- 
sively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice has been given (but 
no other Amendments) and on every 
Question necessary to dispose of the 
allotted business to be concluded on the 
allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amend- 
ments, or of Government new clauses or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made, or that 
the clause or schedule be added to the 
Bill, as the case may be. 

“‘ At 12 midnight on the day on which 
the Third Reading of the Billis put down 
as first Order, or, if that day is a Friday, 
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at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker shall put forth- | 
with any Question necessary to conclude | 
the proceedings on that stage of the Bill. 


“Proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not be interrupted (except 
at an Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.), 
under the provisions of any Standing 
Order relating to Sittings of the House : 


“After the passing of this Order, on 
any day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of 
the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, 
nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be 
received unless moved by the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, and the Question on 
any such Motion shall be put forthwith. | 
Nor shall any opposed Private Business 
be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted davs 
or on the day on which the Third Read- 
ing of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


“Tf,Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any subse- 
quent, sitting of the Committee.” —(Mr.A. 
J. Balfour.) 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): In rising 
to move the Amendment which stands in 
my name, I am not going to criticise in 
detail but I shall traverse from top to 
bottom, from beginning to end, the pro- 
position of the right hon. Gentleman—a 
proposition which I tell him frankly at the 
outset is, in our judgment, an outrage 
upon the dignity and liberties of the 
House of Commons. Sir, the right hon. 
Gentleman occupied much the larger part 
of his speech with a disquisition which 
seemed to me to have very little relevancy 
indeed to the question,upon the possibility 
of a more philosophic, a more artistic, 
distribution of Farliamentary time. But 
there was one serious fallacy, unperceived 
apparently by the right hon. Gentleman, 
latent in the whole of his argument, viz., 
that the persons who are responsible for 
the distribution of Parliamentary time 
are not the persons who sit on the 
Bench opposite. Why, the right hon. 
Gentleman tells us that we have spent a 
great deal of time in criticising the ad- 
ministrative action of the Government. 
So we have. But criticism must bear 
some proportion to the area of criticisable 
matter, and if a Government provides 
such an unexampled provision, as His 
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Majesty’s present advisers have done, 
of material for criticism in every quarter 
of the globe, and in every branch of a4- 
ministration, this House would surely be 
failing in its duty if it did not attempt 
and agree, with no slow and lazgard 


steps, to keep pace with the abnormal | 


activities of those who are responsible for 
the government of the country. But 
what opportunities have the Government 
given us for discussing their legislation ? 
Take this very Bill—the Licensing Bill, 
the capital measure of the session, as the 
right hon. Gentleman himself admits. 
It was not introduced until the 20th 
of April. The Motion for the Second 
Reading was not made until the 9th of 
May, ani here we are on the Ist of July 
—-having spent nominally six, but in 
reality something like three Parlia- 
mentary days on it in Committee. It is 
that mismanagement of the Parlia- 
mentary bus ness, of the Parliamentary 
time — it is that tardy and delaying 
treatment of subjects which the Govern- 
ment asked the House to believe to be of 
capital and national importance, it is 
that, far more than  prolixity or 
exuberance of speech on one side of the 
House or the other, which has brought 
Parliamentary business into the intoler- 
able muddle which the right hon. 
Gentleman comes here to-day to confess 
and for which he asks the House to pro- 
vide him with arbitrary means of escape. 


I must say one more word about this 
matter of time. On how many evenings 
were the first hour or two at any rate, de- 
liberately frittered away by Gentlemen 
opposite, docile and most convenient 
followers of the Government, in order that 
time might be given to others to transact 
their other avocations before coming here 
to perform their Parliamentary duties ? 
We have read in the ordinary means oi 
communication, of the almost despairing 
appeals which have been made by the 
Government Whips to get their men 
tocome to do their duty, and the not 
obscure menace of the Prime Minister, 
that if they did not do so they would be 
sent to the country to answer to their 
constituents. I am not sure whether 
these Whips have been very effective so 
far. 1 cannot help contrasting the full 


'and animated appearance of the Benches 


opposite to-day, when it is not a question 


of getting on with the business of the 
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country, but of curtailing the facilities 


for discussion in this House and of | 


accelerating the advent of the holidays, 
I cannot help contrasting the appearance 


of those Benches now with that which | 


they presented on manyanevening during 
the discussions on the Finance Bill and on 
the Licensing Bill itself. 


I want to avoid following the ex- 
ample which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has set, and to come to close 
quarters with the actual proposal he 
has made. The right hon. Gentleman 
has dealt in a very light and offhand 
fashion with the question of precedents, 
and I venture to sav that there is not a 
single one of the not very numerous 
cases in which this sort of procedure 
has been resorted to, by one Government 
or another, which affords any colour or 
pretext for the proposition of the right 
hon. Gentleman. In every case but 
that of the Evicted Tenants Bill the 
Bill under discussion had been in Com- 
mittee for twenty or thirty days, and I 
think, in one instance, for more than 
thirty days. That was not so in the case 
of the Evicted Tenants Bill, I agree. 
But what was the reason? ‘The reason 
given by my right hon. friend, who then 
led the House, for the drastic proposal he 
made, was that it was in the interests of 
social order. It was because it was 
believed by the Government, and by the 
majority of this House at that day, that, 
unless that Bill was promptly and expedi- 
tiously passed, the cause of social order in 


Ireland would be in seriousdanger. That 
single exception stool on its own 
legitimate footing. But there is not 


a single case in which a Minister 
has come to this House to ask for 
such powers, without any attempt to 
prove that there has been something 
in the shape of organised obstruction. 
Our discussions in Committee on this Bill 
—I want the House to realise the facts 
of the case — we have occupied nominally 
six {davs, but in reality the exact 
time is thirty-four hours. How has that 
time heen occupied? I will give the 
House some figures which I think will 
prove instructive. I have them for each of 
the sittings. At the first sitting there were 
twenty-five speeches made from the 
Government Benches, and twenty-three 
from the Opposition Benches. At the 
second sitting twelve speeches were 
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| delivered from the Government Benches, 
and eleven from the Opposition Benches. 
The third sitting hardly counts, for it 
| only lasted half an hour ; but at the fourth 
sitting there were twenty Government 


speeches and thirty-two Opposition 
speeches. At the next sitting there were 
nineteen Government speeches and 


twenty-six Opposition speeches ; and on 
the last occasion there were thirty-four 
Government speeches and forty-one 
Opposition speeches. In other words, 
during the thirty-four old hours there 
were delivered from the Government 
Benches 115 sp2eches, and from the Op- 
position side 135; but a very large 
proportion —I_ believe __ thirty — of 
the speeches on the Government side 
of the House were made either sug- 
gesting or actually supporting Amend- 
ments. It is impossible, in the face 
of facts like these, to say that any 
cise has been made out for anvthing in 
the nature of obstruction. I may say, 
hiving sat through the Committee stage of 
this Bill, and having in that respect the 
aivantage of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House, that during the 
whole of my experience in this House, 
which is that of a great number of years, 
I never heard more business-like dis- 
cussions—discussions in which the 
speeches were terser, more argu- 
mentative, and more obviously animated 
by a desire to grapple with the real 
difficulties of the case. If that had not 
been so, we surely would have had a 
more repeitel application of the 
closur2. I do not think, though I 
know that it has been refused once, 
that the closure has been granted 
more than twic2; and I am _ quite 
certain that any one who has actually 
observed the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee will agree that no case whatever 
has been made out that any point has 
been more than adequately discussed. 


The right hon. Gentleman has given us 
an imaginary sketch of the points which 
have been considered in Committee. It 
must have been suppliel to him by 
somebody else, because he was not here. 
This is not the occasion to discuss the 
merits of the Bill; but to show how 

‘imaginary that sketch is, let me just call 
|attention to this one fact, that we are at 
| this moment in the midst and by no 
| means near the end of the discussion, of 
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what, I agree, is not the most important 
but a very important principle, viz., the 
demarcation of the jurisdiction between 
the licensing justices on the one side and 
the quarter sessions on the other. 
Assuming that the proposed change is 
made, any man who has followed these 
lebates will agree that it is difficult to 
say Where the one begins and the other 
ends. The same may be said to be true 
of a vast number of the provisions that 
have been discussed. I say, then, in the 
language of the Amendment I have put 
on the Paper, that the proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman is without any 
justification in the previous course of the 
debate. But I will goa step further. It 
is impossible to ignore, when you are 
debating a Motion of this kind, the 
character of the measure itself, and the 
circumstances under which it is brought 
forward. Ihave never been an extreme 
believer in what is called the doctrine of 
mandate. I think that under normal 
conditions, if the country gives a majority 
to the Government of a particular 
political Party, it cannot complain if in 
the course of their term of office they do 
a good many things that were unexpected 
at the time they came in. Yes, that is 
the case under normal conditions. But 
this Parliament assembled under condi- 
tions that were entirely abnormal; and 
to justify that statement, which I do not 
make at random, I will recall to the at- 
tention of the House one or two of the 
declarations of the Prime Minister 
himself. The Prime Minister, speaking 
in the course of the election at Manchester, 
used this remarkable language. He 
said— 

“It was impossible that the country should 
at this moment have anything in its mind to 
exclude the paramount interest which events 
in South Africa necessarily excited. He asked 
them, whatever their politics might be, or to 
whatever Party in the State their allegiance 
had been given, to remember that this election 
did not turn on any of the old questions which 
had divided the electorate at previous elections, 
but it was a new issue governed by a new 
consideration.” 


Licensing Bill 


Developing the same point, the same 
right hon. Gentleman the following night 
at Preston said to the electors there, 
speaking in support of one of his own 
followers— 

“It was not now a question of programmes 


of domestic legislation; it was a question of 
Imperial policy ; and he could not imagine how 


Mr. Asquith. 
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|any elector, be his previous political career 
| what it might, could hesitate which of the two 
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candidates he should support.” 


One more quotation, and one only, 
from a Gentleman who was at that time 
a Minister of almost equal authority with 
the Prime Minister himself, the right hon. 
Member for West Birmigham. He 
said— 

‘“‘He asked for the support, not only of those 
electors who were ordinarily with the Govern- 
ment for personal or Party reasons, but of 
patriots, who in a time of national danger put 
their patriotism before their Party.” 


F* This is the reward they are getting! 
The right hon. Gentleman went on, I am 
quoting from another speech— 

“In the North of England thousands and 
thousands of miners who have never voted 
Unionist before, and still call themselves 
Radicals and Liberals, on this occasion, even if 
it were only to be for this occasion, have 
supported the Unionist candidate. He did 
not say they had changed their views, they 
were probably Liberal and Radical as before, 
and would probably vote for Liberals and Rad- 
icals at the next election; but at this election 
they had voted for the Unionist candidate, 
Why did they do that ?” 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 


N.): Because they were fools. 


Mr. ASQUITH: That was not the 
answer which the right hon. Gentleman 
gave. He said it was— 

‘Because they saw that the issue at the 
present time was not a question of domestic 
policy such as ”’— 


he particularised— 

“Church discipline or liquor prohibition, but 
the question of the existence of the Empire.” 

Well, I might multiply these quota- 
tions ad nauseam, but I will not do so. 
because what I have read is, I think, 
quite sufficient to justify the proposition 
which I am laying down quite apait 
from any general doctrine of mandate. 
We have heard that the Parliament 
was elected in reliance, or very largely 
in reliance, on appeals of that kind. | 
have heard the right hon. Gentleman 
say, when an argument of this kind has 
been used before, “Oh, look at your own 
election addresses; did you not put 
forward a programme of social and 
domestic reform?” and so forth. Of 
course we did, but our programme was 
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rejected, and because, as the right hon. 


Gentleman and the right hon. Member , 
for West Birmingham said, not a few 


people who ordinarily voted Liberal and 
Radical, and were in favour of those 
programmes, deliberately set them aside 
in the belief that they were going to 
return a Parliament for a new purpose 
and for one purpose alone. And what is 
the state of things to-day ? The majority 
secured in that way, in reliance upon 
those appeals, I might almost say upon 
those pledges—that majority, in probably 
the last session of an expiring Parliament, 
at any rate, in the fourth year of its 
existence, is being asked to revolutionise 
the law of licensing. [An Hon. MemBer: 
No.] I am not going to discuss the 
merits of the Bill, but let me remind the 
hon. Gentleman who says “‘ No”’ that the 
Government did, two vears ago, in 1902, 
introduce a Licensing Bill. I think they 
had a perfect right to introduce it be- 
cause it was practically a non-con- 
troversial measure. I agree there was 
no mandate for it, but it was a non- 
controversial measure, assented to very 
largely on both sides of the House; and 
it is incredible, if the Government in 
1902 believed either that they had 
authority or that it was in the public 
interest to establish the licensing law on 
a totally new footing, that they would 
not have made ‘some such proposal at 
that time. We know very well why the 
proposal was brought forward. It was 
done not because we were near the 
election of 1900, but because we are near 
the next election. It was done because, 
as the brewers and their friends showed 
very clearly last year, unless some 
legislation of . this kind is brought 
forward it will not be a _ case 
of the good} Liberals and Radicals 
voting under the stress of patriotic 
feeling for the Unionist candidate, 
but of the devoted followers of the 
Unionist Government, the publicans and 
brewers, voting under the stress of their 
own woes for the turning out of the 
Unionist Government and the substitu- 
tion of a Liberal Government. 


Now, I venture to assert, and I think 
the facts I have laid before you justify 


it, that, whether you look to the char- 
acter of the discussion which has taken 
place, whether you look to the nature of 
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the measure itself, or whether you look 
to the origin and position of the present 
House of Commons, the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal is wholly un- 
supported by precedent and is a flagrant 
innovation of constitutional principle 
and practice. Here I come to what is, 
after all, the gravest aspect of the 
matter. We cannot look on this as an 
isolated proposal. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, at the close of his speech, made 
some remarks about measures of this 
kind being necessary for the dignity and 
efficiency of the House of Commons. I 
confess I think political cynicism has 
rarely reached a higher level. I say so 
because this is only the latest, though I 
hope it may be the last, of the attempts 
which have been made under the right 
hon. Gentleman’s initiative, or patronage, 
I care not which, in the last two years 
to stifle the voice and paralyse the action 
of the House of Commons. Parlia- 
mentary majorities come and go and 
Ministers come and go, but there is one 
thing which hitherto, at any rate, has 
persisted through all these chances and 
changes of Party fortune, and that has 
been the authority and the freedom 
of the House of Commons. That 
is @ great permanent asset in our 
national balance-sheet, and it will be an 
evil day for the future of democracy in 
this country when the House of Commons 
comes to be regarded as a mere automatic 
machine for registering the edicts of a 
transient and, perhaps, a crumbling 
majority. What is the record of the 
present Government in this matter? 
What is the position in which they stand 
to-day ? They are afraid either to face the 
country or to listen to the House of 
Commons. For twelve months the 
Leader of this House has exploited and 
exhausted all resources of our procedure 
to reduce ustoadumb show. Shift after 
shift, and manceuvre after manceuvre, 
have been applied to prevent our giving 
an open deliverance on the greatest of the 
issues of theday. Not content with that, 
the right hon. Gentleman, through the 
ingenuity of some of those who sit behind 
him, has contrived to erect, step by step, 
an impenetrable blockade against the free 
debate of almost every subject of impor- 
tance.” Now, to-day, as a fitting climax to 
the whole, we are to lose the power of 
effective criticism for the rest of the 
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session in regard to the largest and most 
complex of all the proposals of the 
Government itself. Sir, is the House 
prepared, at the invitation of the right 
hon. Gentleman, to take this last step on 
the road to humiliation and impotence ? 
I trust it isnot; at any rate, it is to save 
ourselves from an ignominious surrender 
of our privileges, and to save those who 
come after us from a disastrous precedent, 


that I move the Amendment that stands | 


in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 
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Everyone who had heard the speech of the 
hon. Member for Barnsley descriptive 
of his recent expedition would admit. 


that it could not have been made 
except for some purpose of that 
kind. It was well known that Mr. 


Gladstone and Mr. John Bright were 
both in favour of compensation for 
publicans out of the rates, and it was 
extraordinary that the Party opposite 
now condemned the policy of getting 
| that compensation out of the licensed 
| victuallers themselves. He sincerely 
| hoped that the House would by an over- 





“In line 1, to leave out all the words after | Whelming majority support the Motion 


the word ‘That, and insert the words ‘this | 
House declines to consider a proposal to 

deprive the House of Commons, without any | 
justification.in the previous conrse of the | 
debate, of all power of reasonable and adequate | 
discussion in respect of a measure which seeks, | 
in the absence of any authority from the | 
country, to make fundamental and much con- | 
troverted changes in laws vitally affecting the | 
well-being of the people.’ ”—(Mr. Asquith.) | 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words | 


‘the proceedings’ stand part of the | 
Question.” | 


Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) said he | 
had listened with great interest to the | 
speech of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man opposite, but he thought the 
majority of the House would agree 
that there hai not been a single argu- 
ment put forward to damage the case | 
which the Prime Minister had put so | 
clearly before the House in one of the | 
greatest speeches he had ever delivered. | 
With regard to the doctrine of mandate, | 
he questioned whether any elector 
believed that when this Parliament was 
elected. he was electing a Parliament | 
which would not legislate in the direction | 
of domestic legislation. Everyone knew 
that Mr. Gladstone himself had fought | 
an election with regard to one great 
matter and then introduced a number of 
controversial questions. They also 
knew that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose Burghs had clearly 
stated that this Government was justi- 
fied in legislating with regard to contro- | 
versial matters. Anyone who had | 
listened to the debates during the last | 
few days would agree that many of the | 
speeches had been made purely for ob- | 
structive purposes. [MINISTERIAL cheers | 
and Opposition cries of ‘“ Name.”] | 


Mr. Asquith. 





of the Prime Minister. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that never in the history 
of Parliamentary procedure had such a 
drastic procedure been proposed on such 
flimsy pretences. In introducing it the 
Prime Minister had spoken of everything 
but the Resolution. He had spoken of 
the opportunities for criticism, but there 
were hosts of questions that the Govern- 


/ment had brought forward which the 


Opposition could not criticise, and now 
forsooth, not content with that, the right 
hon. Gentleman asked the House in this 
matter to guillotine discussion and 
prevent it taking place. The whole 
justification put forward for this 
Resolution was that it was a most 
reasonable proposal on the part of 
the Government. He agreed with 
his right hon. friend the Member 
for Fife that such a Resolution applied to 
a Bill only introduced last April was the 
last despairing effort of a discredited 
Minister. What sort of commentary was 
this Resolution on the new Rules, upon 
which so much time had been spent in 


| discussion, and which the right hon. Gen- 


tleman promised would add ¢ reat dignity 
and much efficiency to the debates of 
this House. All the return they got for 
the time spent upon the new Rules was 
that the system of closure by compart- 
ments was more stringent than ever. This 
was the last despairing throw of a political 
gambler. Had it not been for the 
political exigencies of the Unionist Party 
the Licensing Bill would never have been 
introduced. They were told after the 
Licensing Bill of 1902 that the licensing 
laws of this country could not be bettered. 
Then what did this mean. It meant 
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that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
supporters, the brewers, were going to 


turn him out of office if he did not accede | 
crumbling away. He did not want to - 
Education Act. In. 


to their demands. What happened in 
the case of the 
that case there was closure by com- 
partments; they were not allowed to 
discuss its vital provisions and the result 
was that the Act was not working 
harmoniously and the rates for education 
purposes were rising with alarming 


rapidity. There could be no finality 
in any legislation passed by this 
drastic method. No one would 
suggest that the Education Act was 


a final measure. It would be amended 
on the very first opportunity that 
was given to the country to express an 
opinion upen it, and no one believed that 
the Licensing Bill, if passed by means of 
the closure in this way, would finally settle 
the licensing difficulty. Another Govern- 
ment would come in at perhaps a not dis- 
tant period and amend it. The right hon. 
Gentleman had now a measure before 
the House in regard to which he did not 
dare to call a public meeting in the 
country and in regard to which he was 
endeavouring to stifle discussion in the 
House itself, and yet they were told that 
the proposition before the House was 
reasonable. It was a perfect scandal to 
the Parliamentary procedure of this 
country. 


This was one of the most im- 
portant measures the right hon. Gentle- 
man could deal with. What was the hurry 
for it. Surely there was no hurry at all, 
because if, as the right hon. Gentleman 
promised, the Government would be in 
power next session, they could bring this 
measure in then. If that were done the 
country would have an opportunity to 
consider it in the autumn. This wasa 
most unreasonable proposition on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman, because 


there had been nothing like obstruction. | 
_ power to do its work they must pass the 


Members on the Unionist side of the 
House had over and over again appealed to 
the Government to make concessions,and 
the result of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
shutting down discussion had been that 


those Gentlemen had voted in the Opposi- | 
| that he would be shut out by the Motion 


tion lobby. In every one of the discus- 
sions on the education question the right | 
hon. Gentleman had taunted the Opposi- | 
tion with being numerically small, but | 
though the Opposition in the House had | 
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had been numerically large. The right 
hon. Gentleman knew his majority was 


carry the doctrine of mandate too far, 
but undoubtedly at the last election the 


electors were asked to vote on the ques- 


tion of the war. Since? then, however, 
the Government had upset the education 
of the country, and had not won very 
much prestige thereby, and now they 
were trying to upset the whole licensing 
system by giving compensation where it 
had never before been granted and by 
interfering with the discretion of the 
licens'ng magistrates. In view of the 
fact that they now proposed to carry 
their Bill by the drastic method of the 
closure, every common-sense man should 
protest against their action to the utmost 
of his power. 


Str MARK STEWART (Kirkcudbright- 
shire) desired in a few words to explain 
why he intended to support the Motion of 
the Prime Minister. He was one of those 
who could not go all the way n support- 
ing the policy of the Licensing Bill, but 
he intended to vote for the Motion, 
because he thought it was necessary to 
give the Government that power and 
influence in the House of Commons 
without which they could not carry on 
the business of the country. There could 
be no doubt that the House of Commons 
did not possess the prestige in the 
country it formerly enjoyed, and that was 
not due to any wrong-doings of the 
present Administration as hon. Members 
opposite seemed to think. He thought 
the mischief dated back to 1880-26. 
when the first marked difference was 
made in the treatment of the House, and 
the conduct of the then Government had 
left a far deeper impression on arliament 
than any act of any subsequent Adminis- 
tration. If the House was to have 


Resolution of the Prime Minister. It was 
ridiculous to say that the Bill could not 
be dealt with in six days. There were 
proposals in the Bill to which he was 
opposed, but he had no apprehension 


from stating his objections to them. 
'The last speaker had had a good 
deal to say about the mandate of 
| the last general election. He 
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would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
whenever an election took place the 
candidates, in their addresses to the 
electors, dealt with a variety of 
matters which were of general interest 
but it was not to be expected that any 
man would exhaust the list of subjects 
of possible legislation during the life of 
a Parliament. It therefore did not 
follow that because a question was not 
mentioned in election addresses, it 
ought not to be dealt with by Parlia- 
ment. In view of the near approach of 
the end of the session and of the large 
amount of business remaining to be trans- 
acted he thought they ought to give the 
Government the whole of the time of 
Parliament, not that they might get 
away for their holidays in good time but 
in order that they might secure that 
health and strength necessary to enable 
them to properly perform their duties to 
their constituents. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Kirkcudbright had 
suggested there was no danger that 
Parliament would not be shut out from 
discussing questions of vital interest on 
the Bill. He would like to have the 
ruling of Mr. Speaker as to how far it 
would be in order to discuss, not the 
merits of the Bill, but the extent to 
which the Motion would shut out the con- 
sideration of parts of the Bill. He, for one, 
had up to the present taken no part in 
the discussion, either on the Second 
Reading of the Bill or in Committee. 
He had not put down a single Amendment, 
but there was one part of the measure 
on which he felt very strongly. So, too, 
dij manv of his constituents. It was a 


great mistake to suppose that the Bill | 


was supported generally by the licensed 
victuallers. At certain pleasure resorts 
ani in beautiful parts of the country, 
licensed victuallers held under conditions 
of tenure binding them to restrict the 
sale of intoxicatingdrinks. The principal 
hotel in his own constituency was held 
under a lease which directed the tenant 
to do his utmost to prevent the sale of 
these drinks. Yet these men who would 
gain nothing from the Bill were to be 
taxed under it. The Prime Minister had | 
told them that under his plan the Bill 
would be adequately and fully discussed. | 


Sir Mark Stewart. 


{COMMONS} 
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He added that it did not embody any 
novel or important principles. 


(Procedure). 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
sure I never said that. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said if the right 

hon. Gentleman hai used words he had 
not wished to, he would not hold him to 
them ; but he had said also that the basis 
of compensation under the Bill had been 
before the House several times. His 
contention was that the Motion of the 
Prime Minister would have the effect of 
excluding the basis of compensation from 
discussion, because it was included in a 
portion of the Bill which had not yet 
been reached, and was not likely to 
be reached under the plan. He must 
repeat that, in the opinion of those who 
conducted licensed houses in pleasure 
resorts and beautiful places, the Bill 
would throw upon them an excessive 
charge. They were men who dil not 
make profit out of drink; they got their 
living by entirely different means, and 
their grievance could not possibly be 
laid before the House if the Motion were 
carried; for the Motion would exclude 
from discussion the most difficult and 
complicated clauses of the Bill—the 
schedule, and the clauses affecting the 
schedule. The Prime Minister must 
bear in mind that the debates of this 
Bill had only extended over a few hours, 
and that the discussion throughout had 
been careful and business-like. Some 
of the most important parts of the Bill 
had not been reached, and it was because 
the Government proposal would prevent 
their discussion that he was opposed to 
it. 


*Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.) said that, as a supporter of the 
Bill, he found himself quite unable to vote 
for the Motion. It was not because he 
thought that such a Motion was never 
justified, for he agreed with the Prime 
Minister that every case must be dealt 
with on its merits, and he was one of 
those who without hesitation supported 
the Resolution to enable the Government 
to bring to a more rapid close the debates 
on the Education Bill. But the circum- 
stances of this case were entirelv different. 
Up to the present he had made but one 
short speech on the Bill, because the 
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points in which he was chiefly interested 
occurred in the latter part of the measure. 
He desired to see the Bill passed, if it 
were modified in certain important re- 
apects, so as to advance the cause of 
temperance. But at the present stage of 
the proceedings on the Bill, they were not 
warranted in taking any such drastic 
steps as were proposed in the Motion of 
the Prime Minister. With regard to the 
suggestion that the Bill had not been 
fairly discussed in Committee —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:1 never suz- 
gested that. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : Then 
why this Resolution 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman listened to my speech, he 
would know. I carefully abstained from 
even suggesting that there was 
obstruction. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Then why move this Motion ? 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Then there was 
no obstruction 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was absolutely 
unnecessary to my argument to say 
whether there was obstruction or not, 
and I did not suggest it. 


*Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: I made no 
reference to the rizht hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought you 
dil. 


*Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 
would pass from that point, merely 
saying that the questions which had 
been discussed were important, and in 
his opinion an unreasonable amount of 
time had not been given to them. The 
fact that the closure had not been re- 
sorted to showed that the ordinary 
Tesources were not exhausted, and his 
contention was that in the interests of 
good legislation the necessity for this 
Resolution must be proved up to the 
hilt before it could be agreed to. The 
only strong or plausible reason for 
bringing forward the Resolution ap- 
peared to be the fact that they had now 
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arrived at the month of July. But, 
after all, the Licensing Bill was the 
principal measure of the session, and 
very little time was given to its dis- 
cussion in the month of June. Surely 
it was not very satisfactory from the 
point of view of Parliamentary business 
that one of the most important weeks in 
the session, in the middle of June, should 
be given up to the discussion of the 
details of a Bill such as the Scotch 
Education Bill, which might with 
common consent have been sent up- 
stairs and discussed in a friendly and 
business-like manner. He felt strongly 
on the subject, because in certain quar- 
ters, and especially in certain news- 
papers, there was a tendency to bring 
discredit on Members of this House and 
their business-like capacity by sug- 
gesting that for social reasons they 
postponed their most important Parlia- 
mentary business. He sincerely hoped 
that no ground would be given for such 
suggestions. With regard to the char- 
acter of the Bill, he sometimes thought 
the Government themselves did not 
rate the importance of the measure too 
highly. Manv Members on the Govern- 
ment side thought it a measure of quite 
second rate importance for protecting a 
few publicans from a few cranky magis- 
trates, but he believed it was far worse 
than that. The Bill went to the very 
root of the licensing system. It was an 
admission that the system of annual 
licences, which had prevailed for so 
many years, had practically broken 
down, and that it was necessary to 
introduce the recognition of a longer 
interest. It provided not only for com- 
pensation for the extinction of licences, 
but also for the creation of new licences 
under new terms. The measure excited 
very strong feeling in the country among 
many earnest men, both Churchmen and 
Nonconformists, Conservatives and 
Liberals, who believed that if the present 
occasion for the advancement of temper- 
ance reform were lost, it would be very 
difficult, with this Bill in operation, to 
advance that cause in the way they and, 
he believed, the majority of both sides in 
the House thought it ought to be 
advanced. For these reasons, if for no 
others, he thought the Bill was worthy of 
somewhat prolonged discussion. 
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What did the Government propose ? 
Under the Resolution one day was to be 
given to the discussion of the conditions 
under which new licences should be 
granted, whether they should be annual 


or for a term of years, with or without | 


compensation, whether the surrender of 


or as an objectionable operation, and also 
the extent to which thev shouldencourage 
the system which many people believed 
would turn out to be the most hopeful 
line of temperance reform, viz., the zrant- 
ing of licences to companies which had 
a disinterested view as to profits. All 
these matters would have to be discussed 
within the limits of one Parliamen- 
tary day. Under these circumstances 
did it not stand to reason that legislation 
in this House became somewhat of a 
farce? He could not help regarding the 
proposal as a severe blow not only to the 
power of private Members but also to the 
credit of the House of Commons. He 
protested avainst the general system of 
Parliamentary procedure, under which 
matters were allowed to drift—he did 
not refer to any particular Government 
more than another—during the first 
three quarters of the session, and a huge 
mass of undigested legislation was forced 
through in the doz days, sent up to the 
other House in the month of August, 
when it could not possibly receive proper 


consideration, and this House was held | 


responsible for the exact form in which 
that levislation was turned out. Measures 


such as that now proposed should be the | 


last resource in extreme cases. The 
ordinary closure ouzht to be tried first. 
If thinecs were as bad as the Prime 
Minister hai stated, let the Standing 
Orders be alterel so that all measures 


were sent upstairs for consideration in | 


detail by Grand Committee. That wasa 
strong measure, but it would be justified 
if matters were as bad as his right hon. 
friend had described. At the worst he 
suggested there should be an autumn 
session. That would be extremely hard 
on members of the Government, but he 
thought it ought to be resorted to before 
the House cecided to omit all dis- 
cussion of important principles and 
questions in a Bill which excited great 
public interest throughout the country. 

There was one other consideration 
which might well be considered by his 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 
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hon. friends. In this Resolution were they 
not forging a grand weapon for a future 
Radical Government? He could not con- 


ceive Governments with a large popular 


majority behind them, anxious to make 
the best use of their time, bringing for- 


_ward a number of drastic proposals, and, 
licences should be regarded asa legitimate | 


by a Resolution similar to that under 
discussion, forcing those proposals 
through at the point of the bavonet. It 
would not do for his hon. friends to 
rely too much on the other House. Ifa 
Radical leader brought forward a scheme 
for imposing additional taxation on land, 
or further taxes on public-houses—a very 
likely consequence of passing the present 
Bill as it stood—there would be no appeal 
to another place. This Resolution was 
therefore a most dangerous weapon, and 
was not warranted by the circumstances. 
As to the Bill itself, if no reasonable 
facilities were given for discussing the 
various important questions which re- 
mained, many of those who voted in 
favour of the Bll on the Second Reading 
would have to consider very gravely 
whether they should not take a different 
course on the Third Reading. 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said 


that as he hai not contributed to 
the discussion on the Bill he might 
say a word as to the genesis of 
the measure. It seemed to him 


that it was entirely in the brewers’ vat. 
By the Amendment of which he had 
given notice he had intended directing at- 
tention to the almost complete absence of 
a public demand for the measure. The 
Report on Public Petitions just presented 
gave the figures from 2nd February to 
24th June. It appeared that the number of 
Petiitions against the Bill had been 6,659, 
with 224,872 signatures, while only one 
Petition, with 253 signatures, had been 
presented in favcur of the Bill. Moreover, 
there had been 3,394 Petitions,with 55,064 
signatures, against the alteraticn of the 
law with regard to the renewal of licences, 
which was the main proposal of the 
measure. Hence there had been 10,000 
Petitions, with 300,000 signatures, 
presented acainst the Bill, and only one, 
with 253 signatures, in its favour—a fact 
which, if any recard whatever was to be 
paid to Petitions, should carry some 
weight with the right hon. Gentleman. 
He had also directed the attent on of the 
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Prime Minister to a declaration signed 
by the heads of all our Universities, and 
the heads of settlements in the East End, 
both male and female, who had devoted 
their lives to this most important work 
for the betterment of the working classes 
in the East End. All these people were 
most earnestly and seriously interested 
in the social welfare of the people, and 
he asked the Prime Minister whether, 
after receiving such declarations signed 
by persons of great influence and author- 
ity, he had modified his views upon this 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman had said 
that he could not understand how tem- 
perance reformers, if they desired a re- 
duction of licences, could take the 
attitude they did. They were all in 
favour of the reduction of licences, and a 
large number of them were in favour of 
the principle of compensation, but what 
they strongly objected to was that this 
Bill placed a limitation upon the discre- 
tion of the magistrates, a discretion which 
they had enjoyed for centuries. 
ie 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going into the merits of 
the Bill. 


*Str JOHN LENG: The opposition to 
this Bill came from all quarters, and 
from many social organisations. Refer- 
ence had been made to the protest of the 
Bishops; but the right hon. Gentleman 
paid very little regard to that. This B ll 
had been put forward as a measure of 
temperance reform, but he would remind 
the House that the National Temperance 
Federation had recently passed a Resolu- 
tion entering its indignant protest against 
the proposal of the Prime Minister to 
apply closure by compartments to the 
Licensing Bill, and the Resolution invited 
the House of Commons to vote azainst 
this attempt to curtail the discussion of 
a measure of such vital importance to the 
community. So far as the epinions of 
the masses of the people were concerned, 
the right hon. Gentleman did not think 
much of them, and he did not appear to 
think much of the recent Hyde Park 
demonstration. There had been demon- 
strations against the Bill all over the coun- 
try. The demonstration in Hyde Park was 
held by the working people themselves, 
who knew how much they were affected 
by this question. But, however much 
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the rght hon. Gentleman. might 
disregard the masses of the people 
now, when the time came he would 
find that he would have been much 
wiser if h> had disregarded the 
menaces of the brewers and publicans 
and paid some regard to the opinions of 
the people. He regretted that the 
Prime Minister hai shown so little con- 
sideration to ethical, social, and philan- 
thropic influences. From a_ political 
point of view it might be well for the 
right hon. Gentleman to use this closure 
to stop debate in the House, but by so 
doing he was only arousing a stronzer 
feeling against the Government through- 
out theentire country. When the time 
came for the right hon. Gentleman to 
subm t his policy to the country, he 
would find that not only in regard to 
this measure, but also in regard to the 
Education Bill and other measures, and 
in his attempt to reduce representation 
in the House of Commons to a mere 
nullity and make it a mere machine for 
recording the decisions of the Cabinet 
he had entirely miscalculated the 
views of the people in this matter. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said his right 
hon. friend the Member for East Somerset- 
shire had told the House the reasons 
why he was unable to support the Resolu- 
tion moved by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. The hon. Member was a man 
of ability and of experience, he spoke 
with authority, and was respected on both 
sides of this Assembly. The reasons 
which the hon. Member advanced for the 
course he proposed to take were reasons 
with which he entirely agreed. He pro- 
posed to comment briefly on only two of 
them. There were two specific cases that 
the right hon. Gentleman had mentioned 
in which the Government had either made 
mistakes or might have, by a different 
arrangment of business, given reasonable 
and alequate opportunity of discussion 
with regard to the Licensing Bill, always 
supposing they regarded the measure as 
one of first class importance. The right 
hon. Gentleman complained of the 
mismanagement of the business of the 
House in the past, as, for instance, in 
Ascot week, when they brought forward 
the Scotch Education Bill, a Bill which 
might have been sent to a Grand sCom- 
mittee, and thus have reduced the time 
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occupied by the House. Again, if the 
Government really desired to get this 
Licensing Bill, why did they not have an 
autumn session for it as they did in the 
case of the Education Bill? Surely, if 
they attached so much importance to 
the Bill, they should give time for its 
adequate discussion, and not force it 
through after totally inadequate atten- 
tion by the House. It had been asked 
why the House of Commons had not 
now the same authority in the country 
as it had in the past. He was found 
to say that the House had lost its 
authority chiefly during the period that 
the Government of the country had 
been Conservative and Unionist. He 
did not, however, attach particular im- 
portance to that. The question was 
whether that loss of authority was from 
a permanent ora temporary cause. He 
did not think the House need be so 
despondent as they sometimes 
in this matter. There 
two changes in the conduct of busi. 
ness in the House. One was that the 
present Prime Minister attended much 
less in the House during debates than any 
of his predecessors, and that fact had a 
great influence upon business. The other 
was that the measures of the Government 
were unstatesmanlike. As to the opposi- 


tion given from the Liberal side to 
the Education Act, it was _ perfectly 
justified by the fact that the Act 


was not working satisfactorily in the 
country, and that one part of the 


country was practically in open revolt | 


against it. The Opposition called the Edu- 
cation Bill an unstatesmanlike measure, 
and he thought they would be found in the 


course of history to have been justified | 


in that view,and therefore lengthy opposi- 
tion to it must be allowed to have been 
justified. 


The real question was, could the 
House give adequate discussion to the 
Licensing Bill in the time allowed by 
the Motion of the Prime Minister? He 
did not think they could, because 
they had never been able to come 
to grips upon the question yet. It 
took some days for one side of the 
House to appreciate the position of the 
other side, and he felt sure that the 
Prime Minister had not that grasp of the 
views of the opponents of the Bill which 
he would have if he attended the debates 


Mr. Emmott. 
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were | 
had been 
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| regularly. He agreed with the Prime 
| Minister when he said he did not regard 
| precedent as of much importance. It 
/must be remembered in reference to 
the precedents which arose during the 
period of the Liberal Administration that 
after all there was a consideration 
of some importance affecting Liberal 
measures which did not appertain to 
those measures emanating from a Tory 
| Administration. That consideration 
was that there was a House of Lords 
' which, when a Liberal Government was 
|in office, was more or less a deliberative 
| Assembly, but which he thought in the 
|case of a Unionist Government did to 
/some extent abdicate its functions. He 
| thought that the precedents of previous 
| Unionist Governments with regard to 
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|the proposal now before the House 
were wholly and_ entirely against 


'the Prime Minister. He did not set 
great store on precedents. As the Prime 
Minister had said, thev must decide each 
question on its merits. There was no 
question that the matters dealt with by 
the Licensing Bill did require discussion. 
The Bill referred to one of the most im- 
portant social questions of the day. 
There was no disputing the fact that the 
considerations connected with licensing 
were amongst the most complex relating 
to any social question of the time. 
Having regard to the enormous amount 
of misery and crime which resulted from 
the undue use of intoxicating liquors, 
there was no doubt that this was an 
important and complex measure. This 
Bill attempted to introduce a new system 
and to fix a perpetuity of tenure for 
licence-holders hitherto unknown to the 
law. It did so on the ground of justice, 
but it seemed to him that the justice 
stopped at the brewers. There was 
no justice for the public and very 
'little for the publican in the Bill as 
|drawn. These were matters which re- 
| quired the close scrutiny of the House, 
/and to which the House could not give 
| adequate attention if the Resolution of 
the Prime Minister were passed. 





He did not wish to press the question 
| of the mandate to any undue length, but 
he must point out in regard to a moribund 
Government, like this, bringing forward 
a question of great complexity which 
was extremely obnoxious to many tem- 
perance reformers, that the only way 
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they could bring home the facts of the 
situation to the public was by prolonged 
discussion in this House, and that was 
prevented utterly and entirely by the 
system of closure by compartments. 
In any system of closure by compart- 
ments, and still more in a drastic system 
of this kind, it was impossible to exercise 
any pressure upon the Government, for 
they had only to sit tight during de- 
bate and then bring their supporters 
into the division lobby and they got 
what they wanted. If they had a 
reasonably prolonged debate Members on 
both sides had a chance of pressing their 
views upon the Government, but under 
the closure system that was impossible. 
Without desiring to be offensive to 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite, he felt 
compelled to take objection to the way 
in which the Bill had been conducted. 
It was not too much to claim for 
previous Liberal Administrations which 
had brought legislation before the House 
that they had o1 the whole, particularly 
in regard to their important measures, 
only put them in the hands of men who 
had thoroughly studied the subject. He 
thought the House had some right to 
complain about the way in which it had 
been treated by Ministers in regard to 
this Bill. The Bill was nominally in 
charge of the Home Secretary, whose 
efforts in regard to the measure had been 
mostly noted for his observance of the 
principle of golden silence ; the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken, if he might use 
a vulgar phrase, a back seat in the dis- 
cussion, and that was a great draw- 
back to the House. Now he came to 
the Solicitor-General. He noticed the 
Solicitor - General had had _ principal 
charge of the measure. The Opposition 
would rather deal with him so long as he 
had adequate power. But over and over 
again, when he appeared to be meeting 
them in debate, he was thrown over by 
the Prime Minister. That operated 
against efficient legislation in the House. 
As to the Prime Minister he hoped he 
did not do him an injustice, but as far as 
he had followed his speeches in regard to 
the question, he had never studied it 
fully and thoroughly. He had heard 
with a ready ear the complaints of the 
brewers, but he was absolutely ignorant, as 
the right hon. Gentleman himself had con- 


fessed, of the grave and injurious scandals . 
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in his own constituency in regard to the 
licensing system. He did not complain 
of the Prime Minister’s ignorance except 
in so far as he had shown his mind was 
open’ to one side of the question, and 
totally closed to the other. That was not 
the way to get adequate legislation in the 
House. He thought it ought to be 
stated in defence of the Home Secretary, 
that he had another heavy Bill on his 
hands in Grand Committee. But every- 
one of His Majesty’s Ministers appeared 
to come to the House with a mind over- 
worked, and distraught by many other 
questions, and they could not give ade- 
quate attention to this great and com- 
plex social question which it deserved. 
No single one of them appeared to have 
studied, or attempted to study, this most 
important Bill, as Sir Robert Peel and 
Mr. Gladstone studied the great 
measures which they introduced. An 
hon. Gentleman laughed, because he 
thought the comparison was not one 
which could, with any justice, be made. 
Under these circumstances, it was clear 
that the Liberal Party must absolutely 
refuse all responsibility for this Bill. 
If this Motion was carried they must 
pledge themselves to reverse it at the 
first possible moment. They must make 
it perfectly clear that they did not 
accept the principle of perpetuity of 
tenure on any terms, and they would see 
who was going to win this fight in the 
long run. 


He had only one word to say in 
conclusion as to the discussion of this 
question in detail. They had spent two 
davs—fifteen or sixteen hours in all-- 
in the discussion of the time limit raised 
on a false issue. The Prime Minister 


‘might have helped them out of the 


difficulty, and they might have been 
able to discuss the time limit in the way 
they desired if the right hon. Gentleman 
had not thought it his duty to his Party 
to chip in at a certain moment and take 
care that the discussion should take place 
then, when it was more convenient to 
the Government, inasmuch as it brought 
in the question of the time limit in 
regard to other matters besides compen- 
sation. They spent a few hours over the 
question of the tied houses and that was 
closured by the Government. They 
spent a good many hours over the dis- 
ciplinary question. Hon. Members did 
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not realise the importance of that ques- | 


tion until it was discussed in Committee, 
and that showed the value of having 
adequate discussion. By discussion 
they got into the heart of a subject, and 
they did not know really before they 
began what were going to be the im- 
portant and what the unimportant 
points. On Clauses 2 and 3 there 
were six or eight questions — he 
need not enumerate them—of very 
great importance, any one of which 
would occupy in the ordinary course at 
least one day’s discussion. They were all 
put into one day by the Prime Minister’s 
Resolution. ‘They could not get reason- 
able legislation on such a principle as 
that. But most serious of all was the 
wider question of the degradation of the 
House of Commons. He admitted that 
the closure under modern circumstances 
must too often be necessary. They all 
admitted that the closure in itself had a 
bad effect. He believed that in wise 
hands the closure might be worked in a 
way that in the long run would obtain 
the sanction of the country. But here 
was a Government which after all was 
regarded—he did not say on this question 
but in regard to another question—with 
great suspicion by two important groups 
of Members—he supposed they were one 
half of the nominal supporters of the 
Government. A Government of that kind 
which was on its last legs, and which 
was bringing forward a measure of this 
importance and complexity on a violently 
controversial subject, now came in with 
this closure Resolution in order to make 
it sure that the House would not get 
adequate discussion of it. He had only 
to say that such a course was an 
outrage on the decencies of debate, and 
it seemed to him the last despairing 
effort to capture, at any rate, that portion 
of the vote which the publican could turn. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
said the hon. Member for Oldham was 
hardly fairto the Prime Minister when 
he said the right hon. Gentleman was 
unaware of the gross scandals which had 
oceurred in his own constituency. The 
introduction of this Bill hardly bore out 
what the hon. Gentleman said. Every- 
body knew that the scandals of Man- 
chester were the beerhouses which in- 


fested that city. 
Mr. Emmott. 
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Mr. EMMOTT: Allow me to explain 
to the hon. Member that I referred to 
the fact that certain magistrates were 
influenced by the trade in some way or 
other, and tried to interfere with the 
work of the police. Evidently the hon. 
Member does not know of that, or that 
they were struck off the Bench. 


Mr. DISRAELI said he knew that, 
but he thought the hon. Gentleman was 
referring to the state of licensing in 
Manchester which the Prime Minister by 
introducing this Bill aimed at doing away 
with. The worst class of licensed houses 
were the ante-1569 beerhouses, and he 
did not think the hon. Gentleman had 
any reason to hold up the Prime 
Minister to any extraordinary opprobrium 
in connection with the introduction of 
this Bill. 


Mr. EMMOTT: I have explained the 
reason for what I said. 


Mr. DISRAELT said he was one of 
those who voted against the closure on 
the Home Rule and on the Education 
Bill, and it was not with a very happy 
conscience that he should give his vote 
that day. But he considered that after 
twelve years in that House one’s ideals 
got rather upset. In this matter one 
was led, perhaps, more to consider, not 
the immediate, but the ultimate benefit to 
the country which would result from the 
course the Government were now taking. 
He entirely denied what had been said 
over and over again in the debate, and 
especially on the other side—that this 
was a very difficult and complex measure. 
The position of the magistrates, to his 
mind, was left very nearly the same 
as at the present moment. Their 
rights and duties were left practically as 
they were now. Each county and each 
town would now be able to do away 
with public-houses which were not  re- 
quired. He thought the result of this 
Bill would be so beneficial that he would 
vote for the closure Resolution of the 
Government, though, perhaps, that 
action had been taken before it ought to 
have been taken. 


It had been said on the other side 
that there had been no _ opposition 
to the passage of the Bill which had 
not been fair. He thought the prin- 
‘ciple of the Bill was contained in the 
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first five or six lines. They discussed 
that on the Second Reading for several 
days, and it had also been discussed in 
Committee. The House having once 
accepted the principle, the Bill to his 
mind was one which could be passed, 
Jeaving the machinery as it was now 
to be administered by quarter 
sessions. The argument that much 
of the machinery of the Bill would not be 
discussed if the Resolution now before 
the House were passed was not a strong 
one, because most of the machinery was 
to be carried out by quarter sessions 
themselves. The principle of the Bill 
having been accepted he ventured to 
think that the Government were, per- 
haps, not dog such a wrong thing as 
some might consider in forcing the 
closure at this early stage. He thought 
the Government might have given a little 
more time for the discussion of the Bill. 
He did not mean the sort of discussion 
that had come from the other side. He 
did not mean a controversy between 
brewers and teetotalers and lawyers, but 
discussion on the issues with which the 
inagistrates would have to deal in their 
administrative capacity. The fact that 
it had come to pass that the closure had 
to Le enforced in the way proposed was, 
to his mind, one of the many condemna- 
tions of the new rules of procedure passed 
by the House. It had been clearly shown 
that the House could not sit four or five 
days continuously on a big Bill without 
hon. Members being placed in a condition 
of almost physical ineptitude and unfit- 
ness to do the work. He hoped the 
Prime Minister would consider that the 
surrendering of the Wednesday evening 
had placed the House in that position. 
The new Rules had absolutely broken 
down. To his mind this was a detestable 
action to take, but it had been adopted 
before; it had been initiated by the 
other side. In this case, although he had 
never voted for closure by compartments 
before, he would vote for this closure 
because he believed that the benefit to 
the country wou'd be greater than the 
disadvantage or harm done to the House 
of Commons. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) 
said that the hon. Member who had just 
sat down had recognised the extreme 


importance of the Motion now before the | 
He had pointed out that it did’ 


House. 
not involve the mere question of the fate 
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of the Bill which the House was now 
engaged in discussing, but that it in- 
volved the constitutional position and 
capacity, in its legislative sphere, of the 
House of Commons, and, if passed, it 
would establish a precedent which, in the 
hands of successive Governments, would 
be used to curtail, to the point of destruc- 
tion, the exercise of the deliberative 
functions of the House in framing its 
legislation. Here they had a Bill, not 
unduly long, and not unduly complicated, 
but highly controversial. There seemed 
to be no ground for putting this measure 
into an exceptional category, except that 
it excited strong feeling in the country, 
which was reflected on these Benches of 
the House of Commons. There had been 
no waste of time involved in its discus- 
sion during the few hours devoted to it ; 
and if, under the circumstances, they were 
to come to the conclusion that the ma- 
chinery of theHouse of Commons was to be 
acknowledged to be unequal to the strain 
of framing the measure, then there was 
no highly contentious Bill to which, in 
the future, the same argument might not 
be applied with equal force. He would 
ask the House for one moment to look 
at the practical result of this Motion. 
Were they, or were they not, pre- 
pared to declare that, as a body, the 
House was unfitted to frame its measures ? 
He agreed that that did not involve 
the declaration that they were unable to 
define the principles of these measures, 
because to some extent these were settled 
by the debate on the Second Reading 
of the Bills. But the Motion declared 
when a Bill passed into Committee, if 
time was short, or if the measure was 
controversial, or if any elements of com- 
plication arose, it was to be taken, not in 
the form in which Parliament had settled 
it, but in the form in which the Govern- 
ment draftsman had framed it, and 
in which the Cabinet had chosen to 
adopt it? The Constitution had under- 
gone a serious change. It was said that 
it had ceased to be government by Parlia- 
ment. It had become government by 
Cabinet, and an even later development, 


they were told, had taken place, and it 


was now government by Prime Minister 
in Cabinet, little distinguishable from the 
autocracies into which the democracies of 
the past had degenerated. 


But the present point was not so much 
the authority of the Cabinet or the Prime 
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Minister in the Cabinet. The question 
was one which was very near to every 
one of them, whether they were the 
enemies of this Government, or any other 
Government. It was a question for 
every individual Member of Parliament 
who was proud of the institution to 
which he belonged, whether or not the 
House was to surrender the function of 
giving its impress, after debate and de- 
liberation, on the form of the measures 
which it passed. Kveryone recognised 
that the miserable six days which were 
to be allotted to discussing the clauses of 
this Bill would involve that whole clauses 
would be taken en bloc, by some hap- 
hazard method ; and that other Amend- 
ments of the greatest importance, owing 
to the mechanical application of what 
the Prime Minister called the time limit, 
would be shut out; and that thev would 


send to the country a Bill which here and | 


there might reflect the opinion of this | 
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cal limit of the compartment. The 
time limit of the Prime Minister was 
Procrustean in its application, and the 
result would be that they would cast 


upon the country a_ half - considered 
and _ill-digested measure in_ respect 
to which there had been no ade- 


quate discussion. The Prime Minister 
said that Parliament was going to be 
degraded by the length of time that 
was expended in the discussion of 
measures of this kind. But was not 
the true degradation to be found in 
the declaration, which they were, in 
effect, making that Parliament was un- 
equal to the discharge of its constitutional 
duties ? 


The Prime Minister had said that 
they could not in Committee ade- 
quately discuss the measures they 





were to pass; but if that were so, it 
was the duty of the Prime Minister to 
offer a true solution of the difficulty. 


House, but here and there would reflect | If the situation had arisen that they 
no opinion except that of the Cabinet | could not adequately discuss measures 





draftsman. He had had some little experi- | 
ence of the criticism to which Acts of 


Parliament had of late years been sub- | 


jected by those whose duty it was to 
administer them, and the strongest 
language had been used in regard to the 
ill-adapted framework by which Parlia- 
ment had chosen to express its will in the 
direction towards which legislation 
tended. It must be remembered there was 
no tribunal by means of which Bills 
might be revised and _ criticised. 
They became law after passing through 
Committee. If they had a body of ex- 
perts who could review and revise legisla- 
tion, they might have some security, 
but the only security which Parliament 
had was in the discussion and delibera- 
tion of this House, and if they came to 
the conclusion that that deliberation 
and discussion could not be expended on 
their measures, then they were abandon- 
ing one of the most important functions 
which this House had hitherto exercised. 
What steps was it proposed to take ? 
The Prime Minister was all for hugger- 
mugger methods. The Prime Minister 
said: ‘‘Let the business spin out in a 
happy-go-lucky way until the al- 
lotted period is reached,” and when the 
allotted period arrived, however im- 
portant the clauses might be, delibera- 
tion must be curtailed by this mechani- 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 


in Committee, by whom were they to 
| be discussed? Was a measure to be 
| sent out to the country unconsidered, 
| because, owing to the lackadaisicai 
/econduct of the business at an early 
| period of the session, the time which 
|might have been usefully spent on a 
|measure of first-rate importance had 
| been otherwise absorbed ? He contended 
|that if that was the present situation 
| of this House as a deliberative assembly, 
| then it was for the Prime Minister as 
| the Leader of the House to substitute 
|for the abandoned functions of the 


| House some other method of adequately 
| considering and deciding upon the frame- 
| work of their legislation. He did not 
|approach the consideration of this 
/question in any Party sense. ‘This 
was a precedent which would be 
| established from which there would be no 
'escape. Closure by compartments would 
be applicable in the future to any Bill. 
The Prime Minister might get up and say : 
“This is a highly controversial measure. 
The time at the disposal of Parliament is 
| limited. It must be passed. The Com- 
| mittee stage must be abridged, and we 
shallask the House to send this Bill forth 
without discussion.” The precedent 
arising out of this debate would be 
quoted with irresistible force in order to 
| induce their successors to agree to such 
| a Motion. 








le” ee NS oa a re re te 


teste & po «= 


» 


TT wrreeT ea |= & 





361 Licensing Bull 


He could quite understand the Prime 
Minister making this Motion if there had 
been anything in the nature of obstruc- 
tion to this Bill. But the criticism of the 
measure had proceeded from both sides, 
and nearly every Amendment which had 
been moved had been received with 
sympathetic consideration by the Solici- 
tor-General, who represented the Govern- 
ment. There was scarcely an Amendment 
which had not been regarded as most 
reasonable, and in one case, a‘ter a large 
amount of time had been consumed in 
its discussion, the Solicitor-General came 


forward with a very important Amend- | 


ment which he himself put before the 
Committee. How was the Prime Minister 
to predict that similar cases might not 
happen again? What was thought of as 
mere machinery was apt to involve ques- 
tions of principle. Was the door to be 
closed to all fruitful suggestions and medi- 
fications or improvements, because for- 
sooth they would not sit after twelve, or 
because they must have their holidays 
on the 12th August? The fate of the 
House of Commons as a deliberative 
assembly wasatstake. The declaration of 
the Prime Minister that the House would 


not sit after 12 o’clock at night, or prolong | 


the session beyond the middle of August, 


to Ciscuss @ measure of such prime im- | 


portance,was a degradation of Parliament, 
and the right hon. Gentleman who made 
it v ould be held responsible for the feel- 
ing it would cause in the country. He 


felt strongly on this matter, and he offered | 
these observations in no Party sense | 


whatever. He hoped that hon. Members 
on the Government Benches would lift 
thi- issue above Party, and sav to the 
Prime Minister: ‘‘We think vou are 
mistaken; we are prepared to come and 
prepared to stav to discuss this measure, 
which has aroused such popular feeling 
throughout the countrv—a measure of 
which it must not be said outside that 
Parliament grudged adequate time for its 
consideration.” 


versity) said that with the Party aspect 


of the question at issue he should have | 


nothing to do. He had listened with 


admiration to the excellent speeches of | 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the | 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East | 
Fiteshire ; and his memory was irresistibly | 
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carried back to days when he had heard 


‘the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
| for East Fifeshire make a speech from the 


Treasury Bench exactly like that of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and the First 
Lord of the Treasury make a speech 
from the Front Opposition Bench pre- 
cisely like that of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fifeshire. His 
object in rising was to protest most 
earnestly against the application of the 
principle of closure by compartments te 
social legislation. He had listened with 
gent pain to the confession of the 
‘irst Lord of the Treasury that the 
House was practically incapable of carry- 
ing through a measure of social legis- 
lation, and that, too, in the case of a Bill 
where there had been no undue dis- 
cussion, where even the First Lord of the 


| Treasury himself repudiated the notion 


that there had been anything like ob- 
struction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; abstained 
from saying that there was obstruction. 


Sir JOHN GORST: At all events the 
right hon. Gentleman does not venture 
to allege that there has been obstruction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend must not put it in that way either. 
I was quite ready to allege it if it was 
necessary to the argument I addressed to 
the House. It was not necessary, and 
therefore I did not allege it. 


Sir JOHN GORST said he would put 
it in this way—that in relation to a 
measure the consideration of which he 
ventured to allege had been characterised 
by extremely business-like debate, the 
First Lord of the Treasury had said that 
it was impossible for the House ade- 
quately to carry on discussion in Com- 
mittee. Surely, if that declaration of 
the First Lord was recorded by the adop- 
tion of this Resolution, it might be said 
that the House of Commons had written 
itself down as incapable, under its exist- 





ing Rules, of passing an ordinary measure 


sik JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- | of social reform. Now, would the House 


consider how these Bills which dealt with 
the social habits and conditions of the 
people were framed? They were some- 
times prepared in accordance with the 
Report of a Royal Commission or of a 
Select Committee, in which event all 
interests had, at least, an opportunity of 
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being heard. The Bill was therefore 
prepared with some knowledge of the 
various points of controversy and with 
the various interests that had to be 
considered. But that was not the case 
with the Licensing Bill. That measure 
did not follow either the Majority or the 
Minority Report of the Royal Commission. 
It was a Bill framed by the Government 
itself. It would be framed by a number 
of gentlemen selected haphazard, who 
necessarily had no greater knowledge of 
the subject of legislation than anybody 
else, assisted by permanent officials in 
the Civil Service, who also were selected 
at haphavard and who, again, had not 
particular expert knowledge of the subject 
under consideration. There were, no 
doubt, powerful interests and powerful 
influences who managed somehow or 
other to get a say in the preparation of 
Government Bills; but even the most 
careful Government could never feel cer- 
tain that all interests had been considered 
and that all the points in connection with 
the Bill had been brought under review. 
No doubt the Bill would be exposed to 
discussion, but he did not know whether 
the closure had not been imposed even in 
the Cabinet itself. Then, finally, the Bill 
was submitted to the House of Commons. 
Now, what he wanted to impress on the 
House was that here, on the floor of this 
House, for the first time an opportunity 
was given to every interest involved in 
the Bill of being heard, and every 
difficulty had an opportunity of being 
raised. Had the Government had 
an opportunity of really considering the 
operation of their own Bill? Had the 
Minister in charge of the Bill, who ought 
to be a person of authority trusted by 
his colleagues, had an opportunity of so 
modifying the original proposals of the 
Government in accordance with the prin- 
ciples laid down, so as to make it accept- 
able to the House of Commons, and to 
remove from it the deficiencies which 
had been shown to exist, and to finally 
pass through the House of Commons a 
measure that would be acceptable not 
only to the Party to which the Govern- 
ment belonged, but to the country at 
large, and which would work for the bene- 
fit of the whole people? Jn this Bill, he 
thought, they had an excellent example 
of the value of discussions in the House, 
because, during the short time it had 
been under discussion, he ventured to 


Sir John Gorst. 
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say that the Solicitor-General had learned 
a great deal about the licensing laws of 
this country in their social aspect which 
he had never known before. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had received 
criticisms from both sides of the House 
with great sympathy and consideration 
and had accepted important Amend- 
ments; and he believed that the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman would have 
been disposed to accept more Amend- 
ments if his zeal had not been curtailed 
by the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Now, what would be the effect of the 
proposal of the Government? It would 
undoubtedly be that the Licensing Bill 
would be passed into law with a great 
number of points, perhaps points of de- 
tail, but of important detail, greatly 
affecting the happiness of the people 
and their moral welfare, which had not 
been submitted to the judgment of the 
House or had not received the indepen- 
dent criticism of the House, and without 
the Government having had an oppor- 
tunity of correcting the procedure. In 
fact the Bill would rather resemble one of 
those foreign legislative propositions 
which went by the name of “ ukases,” 
passed not in concert with the represen- 
tatives of the people, but solely by per- 
manent officials of the Government,. 
and which consequently were not only 
not obeyed by the people, but gave rise 
to revolutionary sentiments and occa- 
sionally to the assassination of some un- 
popular Minister. From incidents such as 
these, this country was happily free, and 
chiefly because legislation was submitted 
to free discussion in the House of Com 
mons. The results of a procedure such as 
was now proposed were apparent in the 
fact that so many of the Acts dealing. 
with the social condition of the people had 
by their authors to be made the subjects 
of amending Bills. Why, even the Edu- 
cation Bill, with the general principles of 
which he was in entire accord, would have 
been better if it had been thoroughly dis- 
cussed in the House, and many other 
matters which had been decided under 
closure would have been better had there 
been full discussion and expression of 
opinion. On the whole he did not think 
that there was any real saving of time. 
Looking beyond the session, no saving of 
Parliamentary time resulted from Motions 
such as these ; an enormous amount of 
time would be saved, now spent on 
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amending Bills, if more care were given 
to the original measures. He was _in- 
clined to think that it would be better 
not to attempt to pass any social legisla- 
tion at all until the rules of procedure 
were amended so as to secure that social 
legislation, at least, should not p:iss 
without full discussion. The Prime 
Minister mentioned the alternative, 
only to dismiss it, of amending the 
tules of procedure; but the House 
would do well to amend them so as to 
ensure adequate discussion for every 
social measure. It would not be in 
order for him to mention particular 
projects, but in this connection he was 
a strong supporter of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham, who had often advocated the 
appointment of a strong business Com- 
mittee, something like the Committee of 
Selection, chosen from both sides of the 
House and composed of the older Mem- 
bers, not so much influenced by Party 
considerations—a strong business Com- 
mittee to allocate the time to be 
occupied in various discussions. He 
could not enlarge upon this idea, but at 
least it would save the House from the 
absurdity of attempting to pass social 
legislation when under its Rules the House 
might be incapacitated from discussion. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) said he confessed he ap- 
proached the consideration of the Motion 
with a strong feeling of indignation, and 
could not discuss general procedure with 
the philosophic calm of the right hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken. From 
a Party point of view, no more favourable 
Motion for the Liberal side of the House 
could be made. The Prime Minister 
smiled, but he must not suppose that they 
were incapable of looking at the question 
from any but a Party point ofview. The 
Bill had created a remarkably strong 
feeling throughout the country altogether 
apart from that section of the community 
with which he might be considered to be 
specially identified ; and that a measure 
of such gross injustice should be forced 


through the House by a method of closure | 


absolutely unparalleled in Parliamentary 
history would, from the Party point of 
yew, suit the Liberal Party well. But 
they did not need it. The country 
was indignant enough with the Govern- 
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ment already. It was sick of 
the Government and needed not this 
alditional stimulus to its indignation. 
The long dissertation of the Prime 
Minister upon business was beside the 
mark. The whole trouble arose from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s mismanagement, 
from his waste of time early in the session, 
and his attempt to crowd business into 
the latter part of the session. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that the only com- 
plaint would be if the Government had 
proposed a great number of measures. 
Surely there was another source of com- 
plaint. Why did not the right hon. 
Gentleman use the early weeks and month 
of the session to get on with the business 
and not have it now crowded together 
because of his bungling and mismanage- 
ment? Why did not the Government 
bring in the Bill earlier? Before Parlia- 
_ment met there was every indication that 
the Bill would be introduced almost 
immediately after the conclusion of the 
debate on the King’s Speech; but never 
in the recent history of Parliament had 
Government Bills been introduced so late. 
There was a two-fold reason. In the 
first place, the Prime Minister could not 
rely on his supporters for the working of 
the Parliamentary machine. Yes it was ; 
but not because they wanted to discuss 
measures adequately, but because hon. 
Members would not attend to their 
Parliamentary duties; they had to be 
dragged to the House to vote for the 
closure. Time was wasted because 
Members would not return after dinner, 
wasted by the week that Members might 
go to Ascot. With his lackadaisical 
supporters the Prime Minister had mis- 
managed business, had lowered the 
character of Parliamentary representation, 
and now came down to closure debate in 
a ruthless manner. 


Hitherto it had been the custom, 
of which they had reason to be proud, 


to accept social legislation because 
the country was assured it had 


been freely discussed, and because it had 
been customary to carry even contro- 
_versial measures, more or less, by consent. 
There had always been a definite and 
| deliberate intention on the part of the 
Government to meet, as far as possible, 
/objection; and the Opposition were 
|always given a fair opportunity of ex- 
' pressing their objections. But on no such 
P 2 
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ground would the Licensing Bill be most extraordinary clauses ever proposed 


accepted. It was a measure full of vital 
changes ; it was not merely a compensa- 
tion Bill. That was not the main object. 
The main object was to deprive the 
justices of discretionary powers they 
had_ exercised for something like four 
centuries. [If the inner history of the 
Bill were known, it would be found that 
the original scheme was to curtail the 
power of the justices. Now that was to 
be done indirectly. It was a vitally 
important matter touching the interests 
of the whole nation. The licensing ques- 
tion had wrecked powerful Ministries and 
baffled the efforts of the most astute 
statesmen, and to ask the Committee 
to deal with such a Bill in half-a-dozen 
days was an outraze upon Parliament. 
The Government had found tue greatest 
difficulty in drafting their measure. It 
had been drafted and redrafted a dozen 
times, and if those gentlemen who had to 
consider the subject without any special 
knowledge, and having consulted therepre- 
sentatives of one party to the controversy 
only, found such difficulty, how, with any 
show of reason, could the Government 
attempt to force it down the throat of 
the House of Commons without any 
adequate opportunity for discussion. 
The main points of the Bill had not been 
discussed. Clauses 2 and 3 would settle 
the whole basis and method of compensa- 
tion, aid was that so simple a matter 
that it could be disposed of in a day # 
They would have to settle the method 
of ascertaining the value and by whom 


it was to be ascertainel; and what 
was more important, how the 
money was to be divided. The 


proposals of the Bill as to the division 
of the money were simply outrageous. 
They were that those who provided the 
money would not get it, and that those 
who got the money would not provide it. 
There were also the important questions 
of the tenant’s title to make deductions 
and of the borrowing powers under the 
Bill. Allthat to be squeezed into a single 
Parliamentary day! It was ludicrous. 
In one day also they had to lay down a 
basis for a new system of granting 
licences in connection with an entire 
revolution in the system as to old licences. 
And for the rest of the clauses and the 
schedule and the new clauses of the 
Government and everything else—one 
day. , Clause 6, which was one of the 


Mr. Whittater. 


in any Bill, would put into the hands of 
the Home Secretary the power and 
the duty of framing rules for carrying 
the Act into effect, so that this was not 
even legislation by the Cabinet or by the 
Prime Minister; it was to be legislation 
by the Home Secretary. Never had there 
been a Licensing Bill presented to the 
House before in which the fullest provision 
was not made for indicating the duties 
to be done under the Bill and the condi- 
tions under which they were to be dis- 
charged. But the whole of this Bill was 
to be put into operation by the Home 
Secretary, and he did not understand a 
word of it. Was Parliament to have no 
voice? Either the Government was not 
quite clear in its On mind or this was a 
new system of closure to keep from the 
House the opportunity of discussing these 
details. The arrangement of Clause 6 to 
hand over to a Government Department 
matters that ought to settled on the floor 
of the House was preposterous and an 
outraze on the House of Commons. 


Reference had been made te what other 
Ministers would do if this Resolution 
were made a_ precedent, but Liberal 
Administrations had no protection in 
another place, and might as well rely on 
the Carlton Club to pass their measures. 
They had to depend entirely upon the 
strength of their own position in this 
House. They hal no protection in 
another place as hon. Members opposite 
had. Why was this particular Bill 
selected for such treatment? Why was 
everything giving way to the brewers’ 


Bill? Why not go on with the Valuation 
Bill? Why not go on with the Port of 


London Bill? It wasa great injustice to 
the traders of London that they should 
be kept in a state of uncertainty. The 
only other measure the Prime Minister 
said he would put through was the Welsh 
Coercion Bill. No measures for the 
interests of the people were to be passed ; 
only measures 10 the interests of a class. 
The real truth of the matter was that 
the Prime Minister and the Government 
of the day were in the hands of a trade. 
Their Parliamentary Itfe depended on 
the vote of those in that House who were 
interested in the trade. These Members 
could cut the thread which held them 
from going over the precipice of a general 
election. In a division the other day, 
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when their majority was only thirty- 
eight, there were fifty Members 
voting for the Government who were 
actually interested in the liquor trade. 
But for these votes their fate could be 
decided at any moment on such divisions 
as had taken place. They were between 
the devil and the deep sea. They knew 
the fate that was before them, and dare 
not face it. Let the Prime Minister act 
the part of a man. It must bea pitiable 
position to be in—to be brought to the 
heel of the liquor trade by a crack of the 
whip. Ministers were depending on a 
trade whose motto was “‘ Our trade, our 
politics,’ and had, as was avowed by the 
Home Secretary, brought in this Bill to 
protect a trade that had no higher political 
ideal than its own greed, its own selfish- 
ness. Yes, and the Prime Minister in his 
own constituency was more at the mercy 
of that trade than many. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University had referred to the great in- 
fluence and interest that can have access 
to a Government. Some reference had 
been made to Manchester scandals. He 
would be the last man to suggest that 
the Prime Minister would knowingly lend 
himself in any way whatever to anything 
that he knew to be unworthy; but he 
might be, he ventured to think he had 
been, surrounded by influences which had 
brought about proposals which were un- 
worthy, without his knowledge that they 
were so. [An Hon. MemBer: Question. ] 
{[Hoxy. Members: What _ influences ?] 
This was a question of the influence which 
was at work in inducing the Government 
to select this particular measure to be 
pressed forward by most arbitrary means, 
and it was the question. He was asked 
“What influences?” What was it that 
induced the Prime Minister to knight Sir 
John Mark of Manchester and to confer a 
decoration on the chief constable ? 


Mr. CUST (Southwark, Bermondsey) : 
On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to ask if it is in order to make a personal 
attack on a Cabinet Minister. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is often done and 
is not necessarily out of order. But the 
hon. Member is travelling beyon! the 
question before the House. It is a ques- 
tion of relevance. 
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*Mr. WHITTAKER said he had care- 
fully guarded himself in what he had 
said. It was most undesirable for a 
Prime Minister to be surrounded by a@ 
number of gentlemen who did bring 
influence to bear upon him and put a 
matter before him in one way only, so as 
to lead to results that were disastrous and 
discreditable to the country. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether he quite knew where his sur- 
roundings were taking him. Up to the 
present the Government had staved off 
the rapacious demands of the trade; and 
now they might be said to be at the 
mercy of the trade and under the in- 
fluence ofdrink. It was a humiliating 
and degrading position for a Government 
to be in, and it was disastrous for the 
country to be at the mercy of a Govern- 
ment so upheld in that House. The 
Government knew that the country 
was against them on this Bill. The by- 
elections, Petitions to that House, the 
representations of both Houses of Con- 
vocation, the feeling of the benches of 
magistrates of this country, the 
resolutions of the justices of the city of 
Manchester, of which the Prime Minister 
was a most distinguished representative 
in this House, the representatations of 
the justices of Liverpool and other great 
cities showed that the country was against 
this Bill and the Government had not 
the political courage to face the country. 


Coroner SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said he had not supported this Bill or 
voted for it at any of its previous stages 
because there were certain things in it of 
which he did not approve ; on the other 
hand, he did not vote against it because 
there were many things in the Bill of 
which he did approve. But, speaking 
from an experience of Parliamentary life 
of many years, he could say that this was 
the only Bill that had ever been intro- 
duced, which, with all its defects, had a 
prospect of reducing the number of public- 
houses. They were engaged at the 
present moment in a great Parlia- 
mentary battle with those with whom 
they were not in sympathy ; a 
battle in which he had taken part in 
former times and one in which if he lived, 
and his constituents had the good sense 
to still send him to this House, he should 


continue to take part in the future. It 


was well known that there were two ways 
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of attacking a Government; first, they 
might attack the Bill on its principles, 
but the other and perhaps more effective 
way was to attempt to choke the Govern- 
ment with Amendments to the Bill. 
That was what the Opposition were at 
present trving to effect, because it must 
be plain that if the Government did not 
take any steps in the direction which the 
ritht hon. Gentleman suggested to-day 
this Bill would go on till Christmas, and 
he doubted whether it would be done 
with then. As that was an impossibility 
the Government were determined to pass 
the Resolution now before the House. 
The rizht hon. Member or East Fife 
had made a verv eloquent and interesting 
speech, in the course of which he had laid 
down a strange principle for future 
political action. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said a Government returned 
with a mandate had practically no right 
to go bevond that mandate or to deal 
with anv question of domestic legislation. 


Mr. ASQUITH: That is what I did 
not say. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON: That, at 
any rate, was the impression which the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech had pro- 
duced upon his mind. In that House 
when a great lawver spoke they were 
never quite certain what he wanted to 
say. or what effect he hoped to give to 
his words, but allowing for all the 
intricacies of the legal mind he (Colonel 
Saunderson) had arrived at the fact that 
this Government was elected for one 
object ; to carry through, if possible, to a 
successful termination the South African 
War. That was the mandate that the 
Government had received. If the speech 
of the right hon. Member for East Fife 
meant anything at all, it meant that the 
Government had no right with only that 
mandate to embark on any kind of 
domestic legislation such as that they 
were now considering. He did not 
believe that the right hon. Gentleman if 
he became a member of a future Govern- 
ment would be content to rely upon that 
principle. He, also, was an insignificant 
Member of the House of Commons, and 
he had a mandate given to him nineteen 
years ago, and at every general 
election since the same mandate had been 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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given to him and he had acted strictly 
up to it. That mandate was at all 
hazards and by all the efforts at his dis- 
posal to keep a Unionist Government in 
and a Separatist Government out, and, 
although he had admitted that this Bill 
had not found much favour in his eves, 
he asked himself on the present occasion 
whether he would be justified in helping 
to turn the Government out and allow- 
ing their place to be taken by hon. 
Gentlemen whose policy was diametri- 
cally opposed to all the best interests of 
the British Empire; a Party who had 
apparently laid down the principle that 
their own country was always wrong and 
that the enemies of their country, whether 
in South Africa or Ireland—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
are some considerations which may 
operate on the hon. and gallant Member's 
mind which are not relevant to the 
Motion. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said, believ- 
ing as firmly as he did what he had 
stated to the House, he had asked himself 
whether he should be justified, holding 
these views, in assisting the Party 
opposite, whether from [Ireland or 
England, to turn out the Government, 
and he had come to the conclusion, 
although he did not like the Bill, that 
even if it were infinitely worse than hon. 
Gentlemen opposite made it out to 
be he should still be right in voting 
for the Government. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) said the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man who had just sat down had not 
dealt with either the Motion of the 
right hon. Member for East Fife or 
with the original proposal. He was 
prepared to give a vote rather azainst 
his own principles in order that he 
might maintain a Unionist Government in 
power. The hon. and gallant Member 
had stated his opinion that the liberties, 
privileges, and rights of the House of 
Commons were of trivial importance In 
comparison with the supreme issue of 
maintaining right hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite in power. He thought that speech 
and what; had transpired during the 
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jast three or four hours singularly 
illustrated the indifference and almost 
contempt of the House of Commons 
which was at the bottom of this Motion. 
The arguments of his right hon. friend 
the Member for East Fife, of the right hon. 
Member for East Somerset, and of the 
hon. Member for Oldham, and the 
powerful and eloquent speech of the 
Member for Spen Valley, had not 
been considered worthy of a reply 
by Members on the Treasury Bench 
and their supporters. They seemed 
to be absolutely indifferent. They 
could not answer the arguments put 
forward showing why this Resolu- 
tion should not be passed—the disgrace 
involved and the effect on the Bill itself 
—and they maintained this policy of 
silence which was but another phase of 
the registration of those ukases to which 
the nght hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University had referred. 
Let the House recall the position at the 
close of the speech of the Prime Minister. 
The great part of that speech was the 
laving down of what the right hon. Gentle- 
man considered to be a necessary change 
‘1 the procedure of this House in order 
that it might be enablel to discharge its 
dutv. Before the right hon, Gentleman 
proceeded to apply that principle to the 
present state of affairs and to the Bill 
before the House he dealt with the 
general question of the utilisation 0° the 
time at the disposal of the House, 
He (Sir Henrv) did not wish to refer 


to previous years. He was quite 
realy to admit that the condition 
of public business at the present 


time was absolutely unprecelented and 
intolerable. But who was responsible 
for that? Not the Opposition. The 
leader of the House was responsible for 
the conduct of business. Who tixed the 
meeting of Parliament so late as the 3rd 
of February ? Under the present state of 
affairs the great demands on the Govern- 
ment, the questions that had been raised 
affecting the whole policy of the country, 
and with war going on in different parts 
of the world—the House of Commons 
should have been summoned earlier. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Earlier than 
3rd February ? 
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*Sm HENRY FOWLER: Yes. The 
House met too late, and it had had 
too long holidays. If this was the most 
important. Bill in the Government’s 
programme then it ought to have been 
introduced much earlier and got through 
its crucial stages at an earlier period 
of the session. But what had occurred ? 
For a month after they met they were 
engaged in endeavouring to find out 
what was the Prime Minister’s policy, 
what were the views of His Majesty’s 
Government on the most vital issue that 
had been raised in this country for a 
generation. And to this hour they did 
not know what those views were, and if 
there was a dissolution immediately they 
were not in a position, and he did not 
believe the Government or any person was 
in @ position, to state what were the views 
the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Government held on the fiscal ques- 
tion. Of course the Estimates had 
to be passed before the 31st of March, 
and he did not complain that this Bill 
was not brought in until after the 3lst 
of March; but then the Government 
brought in what was termed an uncon- 
troversial Budget. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman was right in bringing in the 
Budget when he did, but it ought to have 
been gone on with and got out of the 
way. The difficulties of Parliamentary 
business had been aggravatel by the 
various attitudes of the Prime Minister 
as to the course of business. He inter- 
posed the Scotch Education Bill, which 
was eminently a Bill for a Com- 
mittee upstairs, and the time of the 
House was wasted for another week. 
Then came this Bill. The House went 
into Committee on 6th June when a 
whole day was occupied. On 7th June, 
there was a whole day, on 8th June there 
was one hour, and then, forsooth, the 
House went back to the Finance Bill, and 
it heard nothing more of the Licensing 
Bill till 27th June. Even the Treasury 
Bench had then forgotten what had 
hippened, and a good deal of time was 
spent in trying to remember where we 
left off. There was a whole day on 27th 
June, a morning sitting on 28th June, an- 
other on 29th June, and in the Evening 
Sitting an hour and a half, and the total 
time up to that day spent in Committee 
was thirty-four hours. It was under these 
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circumstances that the Prime Minister 
had come down to the House and asked 
them to close all discussion in this matter 
and brought forward his Resolution in 
order—he thanked the right hon. Gentle- 
man for teaching them the phrase—to 
force this Bill down the throat of the 
House. Two years ago the right hon. 
Gentleman recommended the House to 
guillotine the education debate. But 
under what circumstances was that done ? 
On that occasion the Bill had been in 
Committee thirty-eight days, and the 
right hon. Gentleman said a strange 
light was thrown upon the Parliamentary 
situation in which they found themselves 
by the fact that after being in Committee 
thirty-eight days they were still a con- 
siderable distance from the end of the 
Bill. But he would recall the right hon. 
Gentleman’s memory to the ‘act that in 
that Committee the right hon. Gentleman 
was in almost constant attendance, that 
he heard a great many of those Amend- 
ments moved and argued on both sides, 
which had not been his practice in this 
Bill. Why did not the right hon. Gen- 
tleman adopt the same policy here ; he 
quite admitted that there might be some 
justification for a Motion to bring that 
debate to a close. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which way did 
vou vote ? 


*SIRHENRYFOWLER said he was per- 
fectly sure that he voted against it, be- 
cause he wished to throw the Bill out. The 
Licensing Bill, however, this vital 
measure on which the Government were 
standing or falling, had only been dis- 
cussed in Committee for a period of 
time which, being added up, amounted 
to thirty-four hours, and he put it to the 
Prime Minister whether that was a 
sufficient time for the consideration of 
such a Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not say that there had been ob- 
struction on the Bill. He did not know 
whether the Prime Minister had ever 
heard of a well-known saying of Lord 
Beaconsfield, that ‘‘ The man who leads 
the House of Commons must live in the 
House of Commons.” He was not one of 
those who expected the Prime Minister to 
be here at every hour of the evening and 
attending to all the debates; but on the 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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vital Bill of the session, which the Prime 
Minister regarded as of supreme import- 
ance, he respectfully submitted to the 
right hon. Gentleman that it would 
have facilitated its passage if he had 
been present to acquaint himself with 
the well-reasoned and strong objections 
to this badly-drawn Bill, a Bill which, if 
it was to be put into shape to be rendered 
workmanlike, required amendment in 
almost every line. He did not blame the 
Government for the drafting of the Bill 
—he supposed they were advised about 
that, though whether by their legal or 
their non-legal friends he could not say— 
but it was drawn on a wrong principle. 
The Bill was brought in to meet an 
admitted general ditticulty that magis- 
trates had with reference to diminishing 
the number of licences on account of 
their excessive number ; and if it had been 
confined to that instead of being very 
cleverly drawn so as to include a large 
number of matters which would very 
seriously, if not practically, destroy the 
disciplinary contro! of the licensing 
magistrates, outside the simple question 
of refusing renewals on the ground of 
excessive number, it would have pro- 
ceeded upon a better principle. The 
Prime Minister could not say that the 
Bill had been fully discussed. This 
Bill depended greatly upon its details, 
and these had not been discussed. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to think 
it would be a calamity if the House 
were not permitted to rise on 
12th August. It would be an even 
greater calamity to the House to have 
its proceedings throttled. He did not 
know whether the Prime Minister 
realised the danger, alluded to in the 
admirable speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Somerset, 
that this Bill could not be a final 
settlement. The right hon. Gentleman 
was now introducing a new principle 
into legislation. Hitherto, when a Bill 
had been considered—when both sides had 
brought forward their objections and these 
had been considered—such _ legislation 
had been accepted as a rule. But if 
Bills were to be passed without discussion 
then the Prime Minister could not com- 
plain if the majority opposed to those 
Bills refused to accept the decision taken 
under such circumstances, and felt them- 
selves at liberty to re-open the whole 
question. The Prime Minister had not 
forgotten the Bill of his right hon. 
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friend the Member for West Monmouth. 
That Bill was fought tenaciously by a 
combination of some of the ablest men 
in that House, yet the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth never once applied the closure. 
There was not an Amendment of the law 
which the acutest mind desired which , 
was not discussed and voted upon in the | 
House. What had been the result ? 
That when the very men who had opposed 
it, notably the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the right hon. Member for 
West Bristol, who was one of the leaders 
of the Opposition to that Bill, found | 
themselves in power the alteration of 
hardly a syllable was proposed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn' 
Regis): I myself introduced six Amend- 
ments and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer one. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER: Ah, we must 
not only number the Amendments but 
weigh them. My hon. friend will not 
deny the general principle that the Death 
Duties have now been practically accepted. 
Then there was another Bill of which, 
perhaps, I may say a word or two. 
I sat for thirty-five days on the Treasury 
Bench carrying through the Local 
Government Bill; at one time there 
were 1,400 Amendments to that Bill. 
I believe there were between 400 
and 500 divisions, and the closure was 
only moved once, and that was by an 
hon. friend of mine without my know- 
ledge. That is a mode of procedure 
which is not open to the danger of the 
present proposals. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
The Government sat into the next 
year.] Yes, because the Government 
were in earnest, because they considered 
their legislation necessary for the good of 
the country, and thought that of more 
importance than even the hunting or 
other seasons. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington 
N.): Perhaps you had a_ reasonable 
Opposition. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: One of my 
right hon. friends reminds me that one , 
Amendment lasted seven days. Idonot | 
say the Opposi ion was unreasonable. 


{1 Jury 1904} 


(Procedure). 378 


At the close of that prolonged controversy 
I said that [ had no right to complain or 
to maintain that there had been any 
obstructive opposition, that it was a 
measure in which the interest of the 
House was very strongly aroused. A 
Bill could have no moral weight when 
passed under such circumstances as were 
now proposed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What'about‘the 
Home Rule Bill ? 


*Str HENRY FOWLER: The Home 


Rule Bill was fully discussed in this 


House. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: During how 
many days ? 

*Sir HENRY FOWLER: It was al- 


together, I believe, eighty-two days in this 
House, but that Bill was brought in in 
direct compliance with a mandate of the 
country taken at the general election. 
Mr. Gladstone was returned to power by 
a small majority, it is true, in 1892, but he 
was returned to pass Home Rule. At all 
events, it was not sprung upon the 
country. Mr. Gladstone, when he went to 
the country, did not ask for the support 
of Conservatives on some other specific 
ground, which they considered of great 
importance, and then consider that a 
mandate for Home Rule. In 1900 the 
Government got Liberal votes, and men 
are sitting on the opposite side of the 
House by Liberal votes given solely 
and purposely for one reason—namely, 
the patriotic support of the Government 
in a time of war, but now the votes ob- 
tained on that issue from Liberals are 
given to defeat what the electors con- 
sidered their most cherished political 
convictions. I will sum up in one 
sentence of the Prime Minister’s. I will 
add nothing to it nor take anything 
from it. What the right hon. Gentle- 
man said in reference to a similar Resolu- 
tion was that “he resisted it because it 
would be the wreck of the liberties of 
Parliament——” 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When was 


this 2 
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Str HENRY FOWLER: It was in 
1894—“‘and for all time would impair 
the efficiency and cloud the honour of 
this Assembly.” It is for that reason I 
shall vote against the Motion. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
that this was the fourth occasion on 
which he had taken part in adebate ona 
Motion of that nature. The first was in 
connection with the Crimes Act, 
second the Home Rule Bill, and the 
third the Evicted Tenants Bill. The 
difference between these cases and the 
present Motion was enormous. The 
Prime Minister had said, and said truly, 
that each case had to be considered on 
its merits, but he did not tell them what 
was to be done when a case had no merits, 
With regard to the Closure Motion on 
the Crimes Act and the Evicted Tenants 
Bill, everyone who knew anything about 
the state of Ireland in those days knew 
that the social condition was such as to 
necessitate prompt procedure, while as to 
the Home Rule Bill that was an Imperial 
issue which had been discussed at very 
great length, and was bound to be settled 
at some time. But the present case 
showed no resemblance to either of those 
three. The Prime Minister had not pro- 
posed this Motion on the ground that 
there had been obstruction, but he would 
not say that there had not been; evi- 
dently he had no settled convictions upon 
that point. He had not yet made up his 
mind. But he would tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that there had been cool and 
deliberate obstruction upon this Bill. 
What did he mean by that? Of course 
the Prime Minister was not expected, 
with his multifarious duties, to attend 
that House at nine o’clock, and as a 
matter of fact he had not seen what had 
been going on under his new Rules. But 
what had happened when the Bill had 
been in Committee was that the Govern- 
ment at nine o’clock had been in a 
minority, dreading the attendance of the 
Irish Members, and so they had had 
‘speeches from the hon. Member for the 
Brightside Division of Sheffield. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
Never on this Bill. [Opposition cries of 
“Yes,” 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Then we have 
had speeches from the hon. and learned 
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Member for Finsbury, and the hon. 
Member for Newcastle, who were not 
artists in the business at all. [Some 
cries of ‘“ Peckham.’’}] He _ reserved 
Peckham, because his hon. friend the 
Member for Peckham was an artist, and 
did not lend himself to obstruction. 
What he would point out to the Prime 
Minister was that there had not been one 
word that could be construed as obstruc- 
tion, save and except the deliberate 
obstruction arranged by the Government 
to prevent them from being in a minority. 
It was monstrous that the result of their 
having to listen to these Parliamentary 
banalities should be that their Parlia- 
mentary liberties were to be docked, 
curtailed, and restrained, and because 
hon. Members would not come from their 
clubs and dinner parties to discuss the 
business of the nation. He did not care 
who was the author of the Rules of Pro- 
celure, they ought to be abolished 
forthwith. No obstruction! Then 
why did not the right hon. Gentleman 
take this Bill during Ascot week! Let 
the country understand that the Prime 
Minister deliberately set this Bill aside 
during Ascot week in order that his 
supporters should enjoy their fun. He 
had another reason to advance ayainst 
this Motion. The Bill had only been 
discussed for thirty-four hours. The 
Education Bill was discussed for thirty- 
eight days, the Home Rule Bill eighty- 
two days, and the Evicted Tenants Bill 
three days. Compare that with the 
thirty-four hours devoted to this Bill 
and let them look also at the nature of 
the debate. Off-licences were debated 
several hours and were ruled out of the 
Bill; the whole scheme of new licences 
had been altered, and the proposal to give 
compensation to licences granted after the 
passing of the Bill had been rejected. 
Again, hours had been spent over the 
question of the duty of publicans to 
supply other than intoxicating drinks, 
and the Government had had to give way 
on that. If in thirty-four hours it had been 
possible to secure such important conces- 
sions, how could it be suggested that there 
had been obstruction? He regretted 
that the right hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for North Armagh was not in his 
place. He had taken up a_ very 
extraordinary position. He had said: 
“T dislike the Bill, I have not voted 
for it and do not intend to, but | shall 
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support this Motion because there is 4 
chance the Government will go out if it 
is not passed.” The right hon. Gentle- 
man need not be alarmed that the 
Government would go out. They were 
not thinking of going out, and would not 
go out if the Motion were rejected. The 
right hon. Gentleman disliked the Bill 
But he had a still 
greater horror of a Separatist Govern- 


Who, 


Separatists ? The Prime Minister said the 


and the Motion. 


ment. however, were the real 
House must either be reduced to im- 
potence or it must cease to be a de- 
Did the right hon. 


Gentleman think the people of England 


liberative Assembly. 


would allow their Parliament to be re- 
duced to impoterce or consent to it 
ceasing to be a deliberative assembly ? 
The people of England were not to be 
bumbugged in that way. 
ment of that kind the 
could only mean devolution of the work 
of the 


By a state- 
Prime Minister 
House. They might call Home 
Rule by any name they liked, but they 
would find that the thing was the same, 
Who had asked for this Bill? It had 
not been demanded by a single public 
meeting ; every one of the Labour,Mem- 
bers had voted against} it [An Hon. 
Member: |j And § will do {so , again); 
Bishops and Nonconformist ministers 
alike were unanimously opposed to it. 
It had been introduced and was to be 
forced through because of the dominance 
of an imperious trade, and his authority 
for saying that was the language of the 
deputation which recently waited on 
the Prime Minister in one of ,the rooms 
of that House. They did not ,ask for 
compensation, they only asked that the 
discretion of the magistrates should be 
stopped, and they said that unless that 


was done something would happen to 
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the Tory Party at the next genera! 
election. That was the origin of the 
Bill. It was a mere election dodge, and 
if it was possible to indict a Government 
as it was possible to indict an individual 
Member for a corrupt practice there was 
not a judge in the land that would not 


unseat the whole Ministry. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that 
unfortunately he had alrealy been twice 
closured since he had become a Member 
of this House, and if this Motion were 
carried it was verv probable that a 
Motion he hal down, with a view of 
securing that the compensation should 
go to the licence-holders rather than 
to the brewers, would also be closured. 
Labour Members naturally felt rather 
keenly about this proposed restriction 
of their rights of free speech. They had 
not the House of Lords behind them; 
no Labour representative had ever yet 
been made a Peer, and he did not think 
it was likely such an event would ever 
occur. It was as the last speaker had 
said—wherever the people of the country 
had had an opportunity of doing so 
they had expressed their disgust with 
the Bill. He wondered that they had 
not had Petitions sent in in favour of 
the Bill yards upon yards long, but with 
the signatures a foot apart, so as to 
secure length and weight of paper. Pos- 
that the 
licence-holders were not so strongly in 
favour of the Bill, because they realised 
that the compensation under it would not 
reach them, but would go to men who 
already had more than their proper 
share. He listened to the speech of the 
Prime Minister that morning with very 


sibly the explanation was 


great attention. One had always been 
led to believe that the right hon. Gentle- 


man had a genuine desire to meet the 
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wishes of the nation in regard to domestic 
social legislation. But quite recently 
a Bill was brought forward at the 
request of 3,000,000 of organised workers, 
and the House was good enough to pass 
its {Second Reading by a majority of 
thirty-eight votes. Now the Govern- 
ment had discovered it had no time to 
devote to the further stages of the 
measure. Why were the claims of these 
workers pushed on one side in favour of 


the demands of a small body ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 
understand the hon. Member is referring 


order! I 
to a non - Government Bill which has 
passed a Second Reading on a Friday 
That is not relevant to this Motion. 


Mr. CROOKS said he feared he was a 
somewhat troublesome child, for he had 
not vet cot into the ways of the House. 
What he was trying to arrive at was 
what justification there was for obeying 
the dictates of 110,000 licence-holders 
while there were so many measures for 
the wellbeing of the whole community 
urgently called for. There were thousands 
of men idle, thousands of children hungry, 
and thousands of the poor inadequately 
housed. 


Licensing* Bill improved in the interests 


He would like to see this 


of morality and temperance. He was 
on one occasion rebuked by an hon. 
Member for saying that it seemed to 
him that politics in that House was a 
game, but how could he help saying that 
when he sat there hour after hour and 
day after, day and saw the time of 
Parliament wasted as it was, when it 
might be devotedfto carrying measures 
for the benefit of the poor irstead of for 


the endowment of the ric!, 
Mr. Crooks. 
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CoLoNnEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said there was not a 
Member of the House who did not re- 
gret the necessity for the step that was 
but it had to be 
He 
was quite prepared to acknowledge the 


now being taken, 


recognised that it was a necessity. 


feeling which such a proposal naturally 
excited amongst the Opposition, and he 
thought that on the whole the spokesmen 
of the Party opposite were to be con- 
gratulated on the moderation with which 
they had stated their case. Possibly one 
or two Members hai somewhat over- 
the 
thought the hon, Member jor the Spen 


stepped mark; for instance, he 
Valley Division, when he came to read his 
speech, would probably regret that it had 
contained a little more charity, 
But the 


main point the House had to consider 


not 
tolerance, and forbearance. 
was whether or not there had been ade- 
quate time for the discussion of the 
matters already dealt with, and whether 
or not, under the proposal of the Prime 
Minister, sufficient time would be allowed 
for the remainder of the Bill. 
he believed there had been adequate 


Personally 


time for the consideration of the main 
controversial portions of the Bill already 
dealt with, and that sufficient time was 
being allowed for the proper discussion 
of the principal controversial portions 
that remained. There were one or two 
points connected with the present posi- 
tion of the Bill which ought to be borne 
in mind. It was common knowledce 
that hon. Members on the Opposition 
side had overand over again avowed in 
the lobbies that the Government /should 
have no legislation this year, unless they 
secured it at the point of the bayonet. 


[Opposition cries of “‘No.’] The state- 


'ment had been made to him personally. 
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[Cries of “ Name.”] That being so, it was 
impossible for the Government to carry 
any legislation, unless by the drastic 
means of compulsion. It was also ger- 
mane to consider not only what had been 
done, but what vet remained to be done. 
Only three lines of Clause 1 of the Bill 
had been disposed of in Committee ; there 
remained nineteen more lines of Clause 1, 
and to these lines as many as 270 Amend- 
Surely that 
must mean to all fair-minded men that 


ments stood on the Paper. 


it was intended absolutely to strangle 
the Bill 
a significant 


with Amendments. It was 
that of those 
270 Amendments only two stood in the 


fact 


name of hon. or right hon. Gentlemen 
on the Front Opposition Bench. He 
thought that 
of what the Government had to meet if 


afforded clear evileace 


they attempted to fight on ordinary lines. 


Sirk HENRY FOWLER pointed out 
that there were 176 Amendments down 
in the names of Unionist Members alone. 


CoLtonEL KENYON- SLANEY said 
that that was on the whole Bill, whereas 
he was now referring only to the re- 
maining nineteen lines of Clause 1. 
By the attitude they had adopted the 
Opposition had 
earry the Bill, 
method as was 


made it impossible to 
except by some such 
Hon. 
Members made a mistake when they 
supposed that the chief function of the 
was that of a 
deliberative debating Assembly. 
The country desired that they should 
deliberate and debate, but it also desired 
that they should act, and it was in 
order to turn the House from a delibera- 
and debating body into an 
that the 
&@ course 


now proposed. 


House of Commons 
and 


tive 
Prime 
which 


executive Assembly 
Minister was taking 
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the majority of the House believed 
to be right and proper, and of 


which he thought the country at large 
would approve. He should support the 
Prime Minister, believing that, in the 
face of a concerted conspiracy to destroy 
the Bill, the right hon. Gentleman was 
acting in the best interests of Parliament 


and of the country. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he agreed with the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone that the Government 
would remain in office so long as they 
could do so by hook, crook, evasion, or 
anything else. Their organ in the Press 
was the Daily Mai!. He thought he was 
justified in calling it their organ, be- 
caus? so proul were they of its defence 
thev did that they 
had made its proprietor a baronet. The 
other day there was an article in that 


of everything 


paper which declared that, no matter 
what happened in the House of Com- 
mons, the Government must not go out 
of office; if they did, the country would 
be ruined, for their places would be 
taken by the Pro-Lamas of the Opposition. 
That was precisely as goo | a reason for the 
continued existence of the Government 
as any that had been given in the debate. 
As to the Bill, all h> would sav was that 
a more scandalous, iniquitous, and cor- 
rupt measure no bal, wretche1 Govern- 
ment had ever triel to force on the 
Hous? of Commons or on any other legis- 
world. He 
appealed to hon. Members not to inflict 
The 
Bill had been spoken of as a temperance 


lative Assembly in the 
upon the House any more cant. 
measure. Did hon. Members suppose 
that vendors of liquor would support the 
Bill if it were a temperance measure ? 
They wanted 
the more they sold 


They were not such fools. 
to sell their wares; 
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the more profit they made; they would 
not be anxious for the passage of this 
Bill if they thought it likely to result in 
their selling a drop of liquor less than 
they now disposed of. Lord Rosebery 
had alluded to the Government as a 
(Government of “hanky-panky.” On 
consulting a technical dictionary he found 
that “hanky-panky”’’ was taken from a 
Romany called hickory-pokee, 
which meant a substitution by sleight-of- 
hand of a bundle containing stones or 
lead for another containing money or 
valuables. It further appeared that the 
person who habitually practised hickory- 
pokee was known in gipsy circles as a 
* hanky-panky bloke.’ It was, therefore, 
strong language that Lord Rosebery had 
used. But had he spoken after this Reso- 
lution proposed by the Prime Minister 
his language would have been stronger 
still. His own language would be much 
stronger only he could not find Parlia- 
mentary terms in which to express his 
opinion of the Prime Minister and his 
Government. After the experience of 
the present session he had thought that 
nothing the right hon. Gentleman did in 
the way of evading or crushing out dis- 
cussion would surprise him, but he had to 
confess he had been mistaken. The 
Government now had the effrontery to 
throw the blame on the Opposition for 
the delay of a Bill which their own sup- 
porters had obstructed. Time after time 
they had put up men to obstruct their 
own Bill until by bullying or teasing 
they could get a sufficient number of 
their supporters back from dinner to give 
them amajority. Good reasons had been 
given why there should be a lengthened 
discussion of the Bill, and he was quite 
prepared to state what he intended to do 


Adjournment 


word 


under the circumstances. He represented | 
a self-respecting constituency, and that | 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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self-respecting constituency would dis- 
approve of their representative  dis- 


cussing and voting in fetters, and while 
this proposal was before Parliament for 
forcing upon it a bribing Bill he would 
not give a single vote in the House. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) moved the adjournment of the 
debate. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the 
debate be now adjourned "—(Mr. John 
Morley.)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. 


DEAN FOREST (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 

Considered!in’Committeefand reported, 

without Amendment. Read the third 
time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
[SEconD READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Motion made, and Question. “‘ Thatfthe 
debate be now adjourned ”—(Lord Stan- 
ley.)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, “ That this 
House do now adiourn—(Sir A. Acland- 
Hood.)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty- 
seven minutes after Five 
o'clock, till Monday next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
che Hous>, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid-upon the Table the Certi- 
ficates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 

. Bill shave been complied with :—Local 

Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 

(No. 3); Local Government (Ireland) 

Provisional Orders (No. +); Drainage and 

* Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Pro- 
a 


T. 


y the Membe 


isional Ordei. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing 
% Orders are applicable to the following 
© Bills :—Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 


evision b 


7 


visional Orders (No. 1); Education 
Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) ; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). 


ates 


And also the Certificate that the 
% further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been com- 
pliedwith :—Saddleworth and Springhead 
Tramways. 


Speech indic 


nt of a 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 

~ Railway Bill. The King’s consent signi- 
fied ; and Bill reported from the Select 

Committee, with Amendments. 


OMRIMENCEME 


€ 


Matlock and District?}Gas Bit [H.1.1. 


agreed to. 


Ilford Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]. 
: Read 3*; Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
and sent to the Commons 


cin Asterisk (—\ at the 


} 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


_ Dean Forest Bill; Rotherham Corpora- | 
tion Bill. Brought from the Commons; 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Ticehurst and District Water and Gas | 
Bill [u.1.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 
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London and North-Western Railway 
Bill. Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill; London and 
India Docks Company Bill; Swindon 
Corporation Bill; Middlesbrough, Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, and Thornaby Tramways 
Bill; Carlisle Corporation Bill; Clyde 
Navigation (Works) Bill. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord Braye be proposed to the House as 
a member of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Earl. of 
Mayo; read, and agreed to. 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill 
[u.L.]. The King’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported, with Amendments. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee} of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill [H.L.]—(Walton-on-Thames 
Order). Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments, and committed 
to a Committee of ‘the Whole House To- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill [4.L.}—(Kingswood Order 
opposed). Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not pro- 
ceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition 

| to the said Order; read, and ordered to 
} lie on the Table. The orders made on 


‘ ‘the 17th and 2Ist of June discharged, 
Commons Amendments considered, and | 


and Bill committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [a.L.]. House in Committe 
(according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made ; 
further Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [x.1.]. House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made ; 
a further Amendment made; Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


R 








The Lovat e 
PETITIONS. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [u.t J. 

Petitions to be heard by Counsel 
against: of Corporation of Tynemouth ; 
Corporation of Islington; and Metropoli- 
tan Electric Supply Company. Read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE (OBSERVATORY). 

Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer at 
the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary 
of the Admiralty, for the year 1903. 


TRADE REPORT (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3201. France (Nice). 
TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 
Correspondence relating to affairs in 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Census returns of British South Africa. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector 
o° Factories and Workshops for the year 
1903. Part I. Reports. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
¢ Return showing the population, valua- 
tion, the average assessment levied under 
the Education (Scotland) Act, 1872, for 
the three years 1900-1901 to 1902-1903 
in each parish, and the total raised from 
each local government district, together 
with calculations showing the amount 
which would be raised from each parish 
if the total assessment so raised from 
each local government district were im- 
posed as a district rate upon parishes on 
the basis of (1) Valuation alone; and (2) 
Half on valuation and half on population. 


LABOUR STATISTICS (ST. LOUIS 
EXHIBITION). 

Charts (reduced in size) illustrating 
the statistics of trade, employment, and 
conditions of labour in the United King- 
dom, prepared for St. Louis Exhibition by 
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the Commercial, Labour, and Statistical 
Department of the Board of Trade. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Scouts. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Rules made by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board for Ireland (1) determining 
the number of centre superintendents to 
be appointed for the examinations for 
1904 ; (2) appointing the places at which 
the examinations for 1904 shall be held. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Twenty-ninth Annual Report of the 
Public Works Loan Board, 1903-1904; 
with appendices. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act). and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee, That 
they have added the Viscount Sidmouth 
to the Standing Committee; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


LEITH CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Message from the Commons that they 
hay ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the said 
Bill do meet the Lords Committee in 
Committee Room B. on Tuesday next, at 
Twelve o'clock, as proposed by their 
Lordships. 


THE LOVAT SCOUTS. 

Tue Exrt or WEMYSS: My LorJs, ! 
wish to give notice that I am oblige! to 
put off the Notice staniins in my name, 
“To call attention to the armament and 
position of the Yeomanry in relation to 
the Rezular cavalry, and to ask who is 
responsible for the Loyat Scouts having 
been kept together as a fighting unit in 
South Africa.”’ I do so as Lord Lovat is 
in Scotland with his regiment and cannot 
be in Lonion till the en1 of the week. 
As the first free day is this day fortnight, 
I will put the Notice down for that cay. 








tio 
che 
ma 
to 
ne 
tho 
unt 
al 
wh 
wel 
bili 
hav 
Tes} 
Hoy 
sche 
time 
goin 
mor 
Teqt 
imp 
the 
occa 
seri 
long 
the 1 
lowe 
Stan: 


 oow FET 


" 








393 Education (Transferred 


EDUCATION (TRANSFERRED SCHOOLS) 
BILL [u.1.]. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Tae LORD BISHOP or ST. ASAPH: 
My Lords, in moving the Second Reading 
of this Bill, I venture once again to empha- 
sise the two main principlesof the measure. 
In natural sequence to the principle of the 
Act of 1902, this Bill proposes to give to 
the local education authorities created by 
that Act that fuller and freer power of 
negotiation which local experience has 
already shown to be necessary. The 
solution of the religious difficulty, the 
main difficulty really in this controversy, 
is found in claiming for the parent the 
right to decide the character of the reli- 
gious instruction imparted to his child. 
The critics of this Bill have not, I believe, 
ventured to question the soundness of 
either of those two principles. But it is 
when we come to the application of these 
principles that difficulties arise. Before 
discussing these, a brief survey of the 
situation created by the Act of 1902 is 
necessary for my purpose. 


The Act of 1902 has beyond all ques- 
tim weakened the denominational 
character of the voluntary schools. The 
managers of those schools are beginning 
to realise that their powers of manage- 
ment are severely circumscribed, and that 
those powers, where the local authority is 
unfriendly, can be legally reduced to 
almost humiliating dimensions. But 
while the powers of management have 
well nigh gone, the financial responsi- 


bilities of the foundation managers 
have been, at anv rate in one 
respect, very seriously increased. 


How, for example, are the voluntary 
schools, in districts which now for the first 
time know the feeling of a school rate, 
gomg by voluntary effort to raise the 
money necessary for large and reasonable 
requirements in the way of structural 
improvements? No doubt in the past 
the dread of a school board rate has 
occasionally added some names to sub- 
scription lists, but that will occur no 
longer. In large towns the position of 
the voluntary schools is in peril of being 
lowered by the establishment of higher 
standard schools which the local education 
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authorities, invested by the Act with the 
power of grading schools, will probably 
consider necessary for educational effi- 
ciency. 

In Wales there is an added trouble. 
The Act of 1902 euphemistically describes 
the voluntary schools as non-provided ; 
and in the Principality that description 
has been interpreted to mean that the 
voluntary schools are to be non-provided 
with the means of maintenance. It is 
true that the Act of 1902 has left to the 
voluntary schools a remnant of their old 
privileges. Unfortunately this remnant 
now supplies our opponents with their one 
grievance; I say their one grievance 
because when complete popular control 
is once given the rest that is asked for 
follows. - In approaching this delicate 


| question of popular control I do not 


think that any fair-minded man will 
question the greatness of the services 
rendered to popular education in this 
country by the Church of England in the 
past. The Church of England did not 
wait to educate the working man until 
he was enfranchised. The Church long 
years agoentered upon this work inspired 
by the parental duty “educate your 
children.” The State has recently been 
moved to undertake this task by the 
political motive, ‘‘ educate vour masters.” 
But, my Lords, great as are the claims of 
the voluntary schools, I frankly admit 
that when I find that before 1870 public 
funds contributed only 37 per cent. of 
the total cost of maintenance. and that 
now they will contribute more than 90 
per cent., justice demands that control 
should go to the paymaster. 

In the present controversy the repre- 
sentatives of the voluntary schools are, 
of course, the champions of the cause of 
religious education, and their opponents 
the champions of popularcontrol. These 
claims do not seem to me to be irreconcil- 
able. Even in Wales the local education 
authorities are not as a body opposed to 
the giving of religious instruction. This 
Bill offers an arrangement by which the 
representatives of the voluntary schools 
may barter the small remnant of privilege 
still left them for a plan which will 
secure religious instruction in all the 
elementary schools of the country. This 
Bill would make such an arrangement 
locally easy and legally binding. It 


/seems to me—if this may be said here 
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ment is more easily carried out in detail | 


by negotiations with the local authorities 
than by an appeal to Parliament, where 
other considerations would come in to 
harness and mutilate the progress of any 
such measure. In any arrangement con- 
templated there are two points that must, 
of course, be fully and fairly faced—the 
question of inside facilities and the 
abolition of tests. I think it will be 
generally admitted that the vast majority 
of the people of this country have made 
it clear that they consider that religious 
instruction is an essential part of educa- 
tion, and that they are resolved that the 
education given in their elem ntary 
schools shall not be bereft of this essen- 
tial. The difficulty is the character 
of the religious instruction to be im- 
parted. The Board schools met the 
difficulty in a somewhat negative fashion : 
“You must take the syllabus we offer or 
nothing.” In passing may I observe 
that there must be some flaw in the logic 
of those who desire to free religion from 
all State patronage and control and at 
the same time now ask the State to 
endow and control this school board 
religion in all the elementary schools of 
the country. This attempt to formulate 
a religious instruction so vague and 
varied that it must be nameless, is not 
satisfactory. 


May we not get clean away from the 
wrangle about denominational and un- 
denominational, if we substitute for 
these gaunt and irritating epithets the 
word “ parental’? Will anyone venture 
to maintain that any body of school 
managers—Board or voluntary—ought 
to have the right or the power to decide 
the faith which is taught to the child ? 
This Bill thus claims what common sense 
and common justice demand—the right 
of the parent to have his child taught 
his own faith in no delusive or proselytis- 
ing spirit. The recognition of this 
parental right places us on sound ground. 
If religious instruction is to form an 
essential part of education in elementary 
schools it must be given in their school 
hours. Your Lordships may have heard 
of an experiment ona large scale made 
last year at Eastbourre by the Free 
Church Council to organise what are 
ralled outside facilities. The complete 
failure of that experiment remains for our 


The Lord Bishor of St. Asaph. 
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without disrespect—that such an arrange- + instruction. On the other hand the plan 


of inside facilities existing in the Drury 
Lane Day Industrial School, which is 
practically an ordinary Board school, 
affords evidence that such a system may 
be successfully worked while people are 
reasonable and just. No doubt there is, 
as the noble Earl opposite said, opposi- 
tion in some quarters to inside facilities ; 
but it is my conviction that the opposi- 
tion grows weaker as the justice of the 
demand and the principle upon which it 
rests are more clearly understood. 


Our opponents are not unwilling that the 
school board religion should be taught at 
the public expense. We, however, only 
ask that we may be allowed to teach our 
own children at our own cost their own 
faith. I desire before leaving this point 
to quote a solution of the religious difti- 
culty which was put forth some time ago 
in the form of an Education Bill. That 
Bill made these proposals: ‘‘ All children 
will be bound to attend the religious in- 
struction. Every denomination will be 
able to obtain the religious instruction 
they desire for their children. Such 
instruction will be imparted by the 
ministers themselves or by such other 
persons as may be appointed by them. 
The Covernment shall not be called upon 
to pay for the religious instruction so 
given.” These provisions are taken from 
an Education Bill drafted by the late Mr. 
Thomas Gee, a minister and _ leader of 
Welsh Nonconformity, a man of unique 
influence among Nonconformists. Mr. 
Gee as a politician did not belong to 
the less advanced section of his Party, 
and I cannot bring myself to believe 
that an arrangement which commended 
itself to Mr. Gee will be repudiated by 
the political representatives of Non- 
conformity to-day. Jt would be pre- 
mature at this stage to discuss in further 
detail more than the main principle of 
this proposal. 

I now come to the question of tests. 
Once more justice seems to me, I frankly 
admit it, to deprecate the imposition of 
a religious test for the great majority of 
those who are now public servants. But 
I go even further. I am not at all sure 
that a legal religious test is the best 
means of securing what we want. The 
character of the teacher is the important 
point. I grant that the Bible teacher, to 
do any good, must be a Bible believer. 
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How is this to be secured? You must 
have, itis said, a test. There isa legal 
test and a real test, and often they are 
not identical. There may be a lezal test 
laxly applied, and laxly submitted to, 
and therefore, for the purposes for which 
it was devised, in no sense a real test. I 
imagine that the most strenuous de- 
fender of legal tests to-day would have 
toadmit abundant illustrations of this 
statement in the past. On the other 
hand, you may have a very real test 
without any lezal sanction at all for the 
same. In Wales, we have had for ten 
years undeno;minational intermediate 
schools, without any religious test what- 
ever for the teachers of the staff. 

At the beginning of things, in some of 
the schools with which I was well 
acquainted, the governing bodies were 
overwhelmingly Nonconformist, and, al- 
though no test was supposed to be 


| appliel and the suggestion of a test 


would have been indignantly repudiated, 
[know, on the best authority. that no 
Churchman, and most certainly no 
Roman Catholic, would have had the 
slightest chance of being appointed to 
the mastership, although his qualifica- 
tions were un yuestionably the highest. 
It went evea further than _ this. 
Where the Calvinistic Methodists 
are prelominant other Non-onform- 
ists grievously complained that the 
silent test which all clearly under- 
stood, but none acknowledged, was 
Calvinistic. But I now gladly recognise 
that th’s initial tendency to unfairness is 
disappearing. But this experience shows 
that you may have very real tests which 
are not legal, and legal tests which are 
not real. The fact is that, in the ultimate 
resort, these matters are rulei by the 
predominant feeling and conviction of 
those interested in the school, and that, 
while theoretically it seems un inswerable 
that for Christian teaching there shoul 
be a lezal test that the teacher is a 
Christian, it will be founi in practice 
that the main safeguard lies in the 
religious convictions of the community 
immeliately concerned. Even in Wales 
I could accept that security provided 
that the power of the local authorities is 
not restrictel by such Parliamentary 
fetters as the Cowper-Temple Clause. . 
Experience has made clear that the 
Nonconformists as a body are in favour 
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of religious instruction. When I see the 
forces that are gathering for those who 
value education only on ‘ts secular and 
material side, I feel profoundly anxious 
that the friends of religious instruction, 
whether Churchmen or Nonconformists, 
should not weaken their influence by 
unnecessary strife and division. Remove 
the grievances that cause contention, and 
the united forces of those in favour o{ 
religious education may be trusted to 
secure qualified teachers, because absence 
of legal tests by no means implies absence 
of inquiry as to a teacher’s faith and fit- 
ness to instruct. Looking at this matter 
as a Churchman, I ask myself whether 
the cause of religious education, for 
which the Church has made such 
splendid sacrifices in the past, will not 
best be promoted by such an arrange- 
ment as would be permitted under the 
provisions of this Bill. 


It seems to me that the best use which 
can be made of the hold over schools 
which the Act has left to the Church, 
may be, before it is lost piecemeal, to 
exchange it, on adequate security, 
for an arrangement which would 
give religious instruction in all our 
elementary schools. Your Lordships 
may have read Mr. Augustine Birrell’s 
words on this point— 

“How,” he asks, ‘can a compromise be 
affected? Do ut des calls our Birmingham 
Bismarck. It is a wise maxim. What has 
Nonconformity got to offer the Church of 
England? But one thing—the Cowper-Temple 
Clause. What ought or might the Church 
party be willing to give in exchange for a right 
of entry into the provided schools?” 

Mr. Birrell’s answer to his own question 
indicates his approval of such a mutual 
concession. 


I would venture to say one word to 
my Nonconformist ‘riends. I am anxious 
to understand and to sympathise with 
their grievances; such sympathy is not 
rendered easier by the grotesque misrepre- 
sentations which have prevailed of the 
Act of 1902. I think it may be said 
that the Church of England has borne all 
this misrepresentation with dignity andi 
self-control. There are extremists 
who hope that a swinging pendulum may 
give them all they ask for, but I believe 
they will find that they have miscalculated 
their own power. Be this as it may, I 
trust that the cause of education is not 
to be made once more a subject of political 
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strife and agitation. It is my conviction 
that the measure now submitted to your 
Lordships would do something to arrest 
such a catastrophe. The details of the 
measure are doubtless open to amend- 
ment, but the principles upon which it is 
based are, I believe, accepted as sound. 
The local education authorities will have 
a freer hand given to them in carrying out 
those educational responsibilities with 
which they are already charged. It is, 
I believe, the verdict of the people of 
this country that there is to be religious 
education in our elementary schools, and 
this Bill claims that the faith taught to 
the child shall be decided by the parent 
of the child. 


Moved, * That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Lord Bishop of St. Asaph.) 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF Tue 
COUNCIL ann PRESIDENT oF 1HE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of Lonponperry): My Lords, I did 
not rise at once to address your Lordships 
when the right rev. Prelate resumed his 
seat, as I anticipated that I should have 
heard other right rev. Prelates discuss 
the question, and I certainly had hoped 
to have heard from noble Lords opposite 
their views either in approval or condem- 
nation ofthe Bill. I confess that my posi- 
tion at the present moment is a somewhat 
difficult one. It might be said that there 
was no reason whatever why His Majesty’s 
Government should interfere in regard 
to a measure. which, if my memory serves 
me rightly. the right rev. Prelate who 
introduced it declared on the First Read- 
ing was one for which he and he alone was 
responsible; that it would have been 
possible for vour Lordships to decide this 
question without any intervention what- 
ever from the Government Bench ; but 
there are various reasons which force me, 
if I may use that expression, to interpose 
in§this discussion. 


}; On the occasion of the First Reading 
of the Bill I responded for His Majesty’s 
Government, and I then expressed the 
sympathy that I personally felt with the 
right rev. Prelate in the course he had 
taken: but I also said that if a definite 
answer was to be given by His Majesty’s 
Government as to their attitude upon this 
measure, we must have sufficient time for 


The Lord Bishop of St. Asaph. 
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the consideration of it, seeing that it is 
undoubtedly a measure which makes con- 
siderable alterations in the Act of 1902, 
for which the noble Duke the late Lord 
President of the Council (the Duke of 
Devonshire) ana myself were responsible, 
As I then explained, we could not at a 
moment’s notice allow alterations to 
take place in that measure, no matter 
how satisfactory they might be, and 
even if they were accepted by the whole 
community, without giving careful con- 
sideration to them ourselves. Naturally 
the right rev. Prelate, after the remarks 
I made on that occasion, has a perfect 
right to expect from me a full reply on 
behalf of His Majesty’s Government to- 
day. I trust that he will not consider me 
guilty of any discourtesy, or of breaking 
any pledge that I made on the occasion of 
the First Reading, when I say that, for 
reasons which I shall enumerate, it is im- 
possible for me, on behalf of His Majesty's 
Government, to give any definite answer 
to-day as to whether His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment approve or disapprove of this 
measure. 

As your Lordships may remember, I 
welcomed the speech of the right rev. 
Prelate when he moved the First Reading 
of the Bill, for the right rev. Prelate 
had accepted the suggestion I had myself 
made at Carnarvon. I expressed a hope, 
when speaking at Carnarvon, that it 
might be possible for all classes of the 
community in Wales to meet together 
and arrive at some solution of the difficult 
problem in that part of the country. and 
I added that if an amicable solution was 
arrived at, His Majesty’s Government 
would regard it as very satisfactory and 
would, if possible, do all in their power to 
further it. After the discussion which 
took place in your Lordships’ House on the 
First Reading of this Bill, I had hoped that 
this question would be discussed and 
ventilated, not only in your Lordships’ 
House, but throughout the country, so 
that before the time came for me to speak 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. ! 
should have been able to gather what 
was the feeling in that part of the country 
at which the Bill is aimed, and to give 
your Lordships some definite answer as 
to the position of the Government. But 
I am obliged to admit that the hopes I 
expressed at that time were of too san- 
guine a character. 
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I do not know that I can call to mind 
a single speech in or out of Parliament, 
either giving a general acceptance to the 
scheme of the right rev. Prelate, or even 
a welcome, no matter how cold. There 
may be reasons why this should be the 
case. On the occasion of the First Reading 
of this Bill, the noble Earl the Leader of 
the Opposition in this House (whose 
absence I am sure we all regret, and the 
reason for it still more) in the very brief 
speech which he then delivered, offered 
opposition of the most hostile character 
to one of the main provisions of the 
Bill. It may have been due to that 
cause ; but as to that I offer no opinion. 
But I do certainly recognise this fact, 
that the Bill does not at the present 
moment fulfil the condition which I con- 
sidered so absolutely essential for its recog- 
nition as a measure of conciliation,namely, 
that it should be accepted by all parties 
in the nature of what I might call an 
eirenicon. As the Bill has not been ac- 
cepted in the spirit in which I had ven- 
tured to hope it would have been before 
it reached its present stage, it is, of 
course, impossible for His Majesty’s 
Government to give support to the 
measure. That being the case, I cannot 
but think that any discussion which may 
take place in your Lordships’ House 
to-day must be more or less of an aca- 
demic character. Unless noble Lords 
opposite have changed their minds, 
as I sincerely hope they have, since 
we last discussed this matter, they will, 
in all probability, offer opposition to the 
Second Reading, and, as I have said, 
the only chance of its becoming law 
would lie in its being accepted in the 
country, and receiving the universal 
consent of your Lordships’ House. 


The main and essential provision of 
the right rev. Prelate’s Bill is to permit 
what I will call an arrangement, and 
what in vulgar terms might be called a 
system of bargaining, between voluntary 
school managers and the local education 
authority, But your Lordships know 
full well that if a proper bargain is to be 
made between two parties, both must 
start on fairly, if not absolutely, equal 
terms. The experience of the last few 
months has shown that, in certain parts 
of the country, the voluntary schools 
would not start on equal terms with the 


local authorities, inasmuch as they have ' 
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been, I venture to think, extremely 
unfairly treated, and undue pressure 
has been put upon them. That being 
the case, until Parliament passes what 
is known as the Defaulting Authorities 
Bill, which I anticipate will shortly 
come up from the House of Commons, 
and which I venture to hope will become 
law before this session is brought to 
an end, the voluntary school managers 
will not be on a par with the local author- 
ities, and will not be able to argue or 
bargain on equal terms. In these cir- 
cumstances, if the right rev. Prelate 
will allow me to say so, I do think that 
the discussion on the Second Reading 
of this Bill must be even more academic, 
inasmuch as we cannot offer any sug- 
gestion as to what could or should be 
done until the Bill to which I have re- 
ferred becomes the law of the land. 
Therefore, any remarks which I may 
make now must have reference to con- 
ditions which will arise after the passage 
of that measure. 


In the Bill now before your Lordships 
there are many points of great difficulty ; 
but to my mind the essential element 
in this Bill in regard to the question of 
bargaining between the managers and 
the local education authorities is that 
of reciprocity. I want to make very 
clear what to my mind is the definition 
of reciprocity. It is obvious that no 
solution of the difficulty can be con- 
sidered a fair one which denies to parents 
the right to have their children given such 
religious instruction as they desire, 
merely because the school near which 
they live has been provided out of the 
rates. Very few of your Lordships 
will have failed to observe the remarks 
made in the other House by Mr. Lloyd-~ 
George and Dr. Macnamara, who have 
given vent to volumes of praise of the 
Scottish system of education, and who 
have also gone further, and declared their 
desire that the Scottish system should 
be extended to England and Wales. If 
that desire were carried into effect, the 
restrictions which at the present moment 
prevent denominational education in 
provided schools would entirely dis- 
appear. I regret that the noble Earl 
the Leader of the Opposition is not in 
his place to-day, because I should have 
liked to ask him how he reconciles the 
statements of his followers in the other 
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House with his own remarks on the’! 


First Reading of this Bill, when he 
denounced any question of denominational 
education in voluntary schools. Com- 
pare the proposals of Dr. Macnamara 
and Mr. Lloyd-George with the pro- 
posal contained in the Bill of the* right 
tev. Prelate. The right. rev. Prelate’s 
Bill only requires that denominational 
instruction should be given in voluntary 
or provided schools at the expense of 
the denomination, whereas under the 
Scottish system denominational instruc- 
tion is given in schools where it is de- 
manded, not at the expense of the de- 
nomination, but at the expense of the 
rates as a whole. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am sorry 
to interrupt the noble Marquess, but I 
should be glad if he could quote the speech 
of Mr. Lloyd-George in which he said that 
he was ready to accept the Scottish system 
in all its details in Wales. 


THE Ki Marevess or LONDON- 
DERRY: I think I can quote that from 
the speech of Dr. Macnamara. 


Lor» TWEEDMOUTH : Can the noble 
Marquess quote it from the speech 
of Mr. Lloyd-George ? 


THE MaraQvess oF LONDON- 
DERRY : I have not Mr. Llovd-George’s 
speech with me, but I have it in my mind. 
I may say that I quoted his speech in his 
own constituency, and was not contra- 
dicted there ; but as I have not the ex- 
tract I will leave Mr. Lloyd-George out of 
consideration. I do not think the noble 
Lord will repudiate the fact that that 
statement has been made by Dr. Maecna- 
mara. What I do say is that if this Bill 
is denounced by noble Lords opposite, or 
not considered worthy of consideration in 
this House because it does offer these pro- 
posals, then I say there is altogether taken 
out of the Bill that spirit of reciprocity 
which in any bargain must be an essential 
feature. I now come to a very difficult 
part of the question. I refer to what are 
known as the facilities given for de- 
nominational instruction in provided 
schools. I am one of those who consider 
religious instruction in schools as of such 
importance that I view with the greatest 
possible apprehension any proposal to 
give it up. It is said that a syllabus 


The Marquess of Londonderry 
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could be issued which would be agreeable 
to all parties, but I doubt very much 
whether that is the case. I go further, 
It is my conviction that a teacher who has 
to impart religious instruction should be 
a person absolutely devoted to it in spirit, 
and who honestly and earnestly believes 
in the instruction which he or she im- 
parts. Consequently, I think that that 
is one of the parts of the Bill which, even 
if it were accepted by your Lordships, we 
should have to very carefully consider 
before allowing it to become law. 

I hope the right rev. Prelate will not 
think that in the remarks I am making 
I am guilty of undue criticism. I can 
assure him I fully recognise his good in- 
tentions in introducing this measure. 
I should very much regret that he should 
for one moment think that I did not 
appreciate the great efforts he has made 
to solve this very difficult question, which 
some people regard as impossible of solu- 
tion. But it has been my duty to-day 
to endeavour to balance the difficulties 
and the advantages that may arise, should 
the Bill become law. I say at once that 
this measure cannot be considered a 
Government measure. It is a measure 
of which His Majesty’s Government as 
a whole can neither approve nor dis- 
approve. The question is one on which 
I cannot pledge any individual Member 
on the Front Bench. I venture, however, 
on my own behalf, to say that the right 
rev. Prelate has my sincere sympathy. 
I recognise in his Bill his good intentions 
and, knowing Wales as I do, I appreciate 
the difficulties that are experienced there 
in the promotion of the efficiency of 
education. Therefore, if the right rev. 
Prelate presses the Bill to a division, 
I shall go into the Lobby with him. But 
I would ask him not to press vour Lord- 
ships to a division on this occasion. I 
do not think any benefit could result 
from such a step, inasmuch as there are 
so many important matters. of detail, 
even one of which any division would 
fail to settle. While I shall follow the 
r.ght rev. Prelate into the Division Lobby 
in favour of the Bill if he takes it to a 
Second Reading, I cannot admit for one 
moment that any universal or general 
departure from the Act of 1902 can be 
accepted by His Majesty’s Government 
without very careful consideration. If 
it were found possible, while maintaining 
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religious instruction in the voluntary 
schools as secured by the Act of 1902, 


to arrive at some agreement agreeable | 


to all sections of the community for pro- 
moting the cause of education and restor- 
ing good feeling, the Government would 
not only consider, but they would be 
anxious to further such a scheme. But 
until that time arrives it is impossible 
for the Government to depart from the 
position laid down in the Act of 1902. 
[ trust that the answer I have given has 
not disappointed the right rev. Prelate, 
whose endeavours to promote the effi- 
ciency. of education in Wales I fully 
appreciate. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I desire in the first instance to say that 
J find that the noble Marquess was right 
with regard to what Mr. Lloyd-George 
said. He did state in the House of 
Commons that so far as Wales was con- 
cerned he would be prepared to accept 
the Scottish system; but, my Lords, I 
do not think it is much good talking 
about the Scottish system being accepted 
for Wales only, for we know perfectly 
well that we should not find in England 
that acceptance which, if Mr. Lloyd- 
George is right, would be found in Wales. 
I was not surprised at the reluctance 
of the noble Marquess to rise after the 
speech of the right rev. Prelate. Appar- 
ently he was waiting for noble Lords from 
other parts of the House to inform his 
mind as to what should be said with 
regard to this Bill. The noble Martyuess, 
in the most frank and open way, an- 
nounced that the Government once more 
had no settled convictions on a_ great 
subject. I think this makes the fourth 
subject which we have had recently on 
which the Guvernment have no settled 
convictions—there is the question of 
fiscal reform, there is the question of 
reform of the War Office, there is the 
Irish Catholic University question, and 
now there is the basis of a concordat to 
settle this much disputed question of 
religious teaching in voluntary — schools. 
The noble Marquess said that he was 
forced to the position he had taken up 
by the Opposition. For a member of a 
powerful Ministry, such as there is in 
office now, to say that the Opposition 
had forced him to a particular course 
seems to me to be the most curious con- 
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fession of weakness that was ever made 
by a Minister. 


THE Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
I beg the noble Lord’s pardon. What 
I pointed out was that if this Bill was to 
become the law of the land it must be 
by common consent, that it could not 
be carried into law unless your Lordships’ 
House was more or less unanimous on the 
subject. 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I do not see 
that this Bill is in a different position 
from any other Bill. The people who 
are responsible for legislation are the 
Ministry in office, and when the Ministry 
in office has a huge majority in the 
Lower House of Parliament and a still 
greater majority in this House, surely 
it is not fair to try to shuffle off the re- 
sponsibility on to a “ miserable remnant 
of an Opposition,” for we are constantly 
being informed that we are only a miser- 
able remnant. Therefore. [ think we 
have a right to disclaim responsibility 
put on our shoulders which we certainly 
have done nothing to deserve. Like 
the noble Marquess, I am very sorry 
that my noble friend Lord Spencer, 
a predecessor of his in the distinguished 
office he holds, is not here to-night, 
because he could deal with this subject 
with far greater knowledge than I can 
pretend to possess; but I think the 
position of my noble friend on the last 
occasion when this Bill was before the 
House has been somewhat misrepre- 
sented. All that my noble friend said 
was that there were particular points 
in the Bill which would be met by hos- 
tility. That was all he said, and I 
think we can say the same thing now. 
There are points in this Bill which 
will be met with hostility, but the prin- 
ciple is one to which we take no 
exception whatever. It is a Bill which 
may perfectly fairly form the basis of 
some arrangement in the future. For 
my own part, and speaking for those 
who sit beside me, I can tell the noble 
Marquess that he is mistaken in regard 
to the position we take up on this Bill. 
We shall certainly not oppose the Second 
Reading. It is quite true we do find 
fault with the details of the measure. 
In the first place, we think that the 
Bill is too small, that it is not sufficiently 
comprehensive ; it only professes to 
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deal with one of three important points. 
The Bill deals only, and then only to a 
small extent, with the question of de- 
nominational religious teaching in the 
schools throughout the country, but 


there are other questions which will have | 


to be considered before a final settlement 
can be arrived at. There are the ques- 
tions of the teachers’ tests and of manage- 
ment in the non-provided schools. I 
do not wish to raise these questions 
to-day. All I say is that in our judg- 
ment there cannot be a final settlement 
of the question till those matters are 
also taken into consideration and are 
dealt with in no aggressive spirit. I 
think on all these questions there is 
plenty of room for argument, plenty of 
room for compromise, plenty of room 
for agreement; but there cannot be a 
final settlement until these questions are 
dealt with and considered. And I am 
bound to say that I do not believe their 
fair consideration is possible so long as 
the present Parliament exists, and until 
we have 
country to obtain from them a mandate 
as to how these weighty matters should 
be dealt with. 


I say, then, that the first criticism I 
have is that the Bill is not sufficiently 
comprehensive. Then I think it is vague : 
there is no element of compulsion in it. 
My belief is that for an arrangement of this 
sort to be satisfactory and sufficient it 
ought to be imposed on all schools alike. 
It should not be left to a mere question of 
local option as to whether it should be 
adopted or not. It is quite true that in 
Wales. under the circumstances that 
exist there, it is possible that it may be 
acceptable to the Church authorities that 
a permissive arrangement of this sort 
should be made law, and probably it 
might, in Wales, be a settlement of the 
difficulty ; but we have also got to con- 
sider England, and the question I would 
like to put in all moderation is, would 
either of the parties in England be satis- 
fied with an arrangement on the lines in 
this Bill? Do you think English Non- 
conformists would not look upon it with 
some suspicion, and do you think that the 
majority of Church people in England 
would be content to accept an arrange- 
ment which certainly places them in a 
position a good deal less favourable 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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than the position they are in under the 
Act at present ? I hopeit may be that the 
majority of them will be willing to come 
down from the position they have taken 
up,and regard this question as one which, 
as the noble Marquess has said, should 
be kept out of the region of political 
strife and should be dealt with simply 
and entirely from the point of view of the 
children who have to be educated. 


I was very glad to welcome in the former 
debate the speech that was made by the 
most rev. Primate. He, I think, laid 
down three conditions, or said there were 
three principles to which he gave adhe- 
sion, and I equally give adhesion to those 
principles. First, he said that simple 
religious teaching should prevail through- 
out our elementary school system. To 
that I personally would give my fullest 
adhesion. He said, secondly, that the 
religious teaching should be given by those 
who would give it genuinely as well as 
effectively. Certainly, in the broad sense, 
I would accept that; but, my Lords, I 
could not allow that that principle should 
be so interpreted that the test of being 
able to give genuine and effective religious 
teaching is, that the teacher should belong 
to one particular denomination. I think 
that the capacity to give such in an 
elementary school belongs to members of 
all denominations, and that all denomina- 
tions should be treated exactly alike in 
considering the qualifications of individual 
teachers for religious teaching in our 
elementary schools. Then the most rev. 
Primate said that in our elementary 
educational system, as a whole, place 
should be found for denominational 
teaching of some sort. Again I agree, 
but I agree only on this condition, that 
no charge for such teaching should be 
thrown on the rates, but should be 
borne entirely by the particular denomi- 
nation which is giving that teaching. 


I think the best test of the way this 
Bill would work would be to try and see 
what would happen supposing it were 
made compulsory instead of being per- 
missive asatisat present. If the scheme 
were universally adopted there would 
be only one class of school, which would 
be entirely controlled and managed by 
the public, it would be free from religious 
tests, and for its normal religious 
instruction would offer the present 
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undenominational teaching. At the same 
time, either as an alternative or a supple- 
ment to this, there would be given 
denominational teaching in school hours, 
to those children whose parents desire it, 
but not at the public cost. So far would 
the Cowper-Temple clause be modified. 
I do not say that it is necessary to 
maintain every detail of the Cowper- 
Temple clause for ever, but it does 
seem to me that in order to secure 
the satisfactory working of a Bill such 
as this, the Bill should be made 
universal and apply to all schools, and 


denominational teaching should not 
be given within school hours. I 
do think it very difficult to allow 


denominational teaching to be given 
within school hours. I myself, curiously 
enough, have at my very gates a school 
where the system I advocate has been 
in operation for a very long time. It 
is a Board school in the Highlands, in 
a district where there are a great many 
Catholics. There is the usual religious 
teaching at the beginning of the day’s 
work, to which the scholars go or not 
as they please, and if they do not attend 
no remark is made, and they are not 
treated in any derogatory way for not 
attending, What happens with regard 
to the Catholic children is that a priest 
visits the school two or three times a 
week after school hours and gives the 
children instruction in the tenets of the 
Roman Catholic faith. That is taking 
place in a Presbyterian school in a 
Presbyterian country, and the system 
has worked perfectly easily and_per- 
fectly well. I believe the same thing 
would be found to work in other places 
with regard to other denominations which 
certainly are not nearly so far apart as 
Roman Catholics and Presbyterians. I 
wish to make it perfectly clear that I 
do not think that denominational educa- 
tion should be given during school hours, 
that I think the proposals in the Bill 
should be made general to the schools, and 
that denominational teaching should 
be charged on the denominations and 
not on the rates. I believe myself that, 
so far as this particular question is con- 
cerned, the Bill may perfectly well be 
made the basis of an agreement. I 
welcome it, to use the noble Marquess’s 
expression, as an eirenicon—I mean by 
that a message of peace, and I hope 
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that later it will be possible to expand 
it into a concordat, 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, I was one 
of those who, when this Bill was before 
vour Lordships eight weeks ago, spoke 
pretty fully as regards the general 
principles which underlie every en- 
deavour of this sort, and I do not 
find in anything that has yet been 
said to-night any reason to modify 
what I said at that time as to my 
own view of the proposals of the right 
rev. Prelate who introduced this Bill. 
His wide knowledge of the whole subject 
and the tone which he has throughout 
adopted, not merely in this House, but in 
more trying circumstances outside its 
walls, would lead everybody to give 
favourable consideration to any sugges- 
tion emanating from him; and I for 
one rejoice to have heard to-night from 
the Opposition side of the House a more 
favourable reception given to the Bill, 
in general terms, at any rate, than that 
with which it was favoured on the occasion 
of the First Reading by the noble Ear 
the Leader of the Opposition, whose ab- 
sence we now so greatly regret. At the 
same time I think it is true to say that the 
discussion to-night does resolve itself 
into something not far from an academic 
character, because it is difficult for any 
one to imagine that a Bill which is to be 
criticised with the kind of raking comment 
which this measure has received to-night 
from my noble friend who has just spoken 
would have much chance of being carried 
through both Houses of Parliament in 
the present condition of affairs. 

I should like to say how greatly I wel- 
come the words which have fallen from 
the noble Lord opposite, Lord Tweed- 
mouth, as to the three conditions which 
I vainly endeavoured to make the basis 
of a conference with Nonconformist 
leaders some months ago. Had I received 
from those who I then approached a 
similar acceptance of the large principles 
without going into their details, the cir- 
cumstances might have been somewhat 
different to-day. I venture to think that 
the noble Lord, probably through lack 
of intimate personal experience of such 
schools, experience which it is difficult 
for any one of your Lordships except 
those who sit upon these Benches to have 
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had, scarcely realises the vital importance 
of the difference between religious teach- 
ing inside and religious teaching outside 
school hours. If the noble Lord will 
pardon a personal reminiscence, I should 
like to remind him that a good many 
years ago I had the pleasure of visiting 
the particular school to which he has 
referred and which is situated near the 
gates of the noble Lord’s residence in 
Scotland. I therefore know something 
of the very peculiar conditions under 
which it is carried on, and anything less 
like the condition of things which prevail 
in the large towns, say, in South London, 
or Leeds, or Birmingham, than the con- 
ditions whish prevail in Inverness-shire, 
it is scarcely possible to imagine. While 
I do not want to go into a question of 
this detail, although it is detail of the 
highest importance, it would, so far as I 
can at present see, be impossible for us 
to give way on this particular point. 
We are anxious to have the religious 
teaching given within school hours, 
because thus only can it in our judgment 
be effectively given to those for whom 
the need is greatest. 

I was particularly thankful to hear 
the noble Lord say that he does not adhere 
to the principle, so constantly repeated 
by those who seem to be leaders on 
the side he represents, that it is contrary 
vo sound Liberal principles to make any 
inquiry whatever as to the religious tenets 
of a person who is to give religious instruc- 
tion. I understand the noble Lord’s 
contention to be that to inquire as to 
the denomination of a teacher is one 
thing and to inquire as to his power 
to give instruction is another ; but I could 
furnish the noble Lord with quotation 
after quotation from the accredited and 
responsible protagonists on the other side, 
who have used words which are quite 
incompatable with what the noble Lord 
has this evening, to my great satisfaction, 
said. I shall rejoice if the noble Lord’s 
words to-night are the signal of a 
new departure among those who have, in 
a way that has disappointed most of us, 
declined to allow that it was compatible 
with large and liberal principles in this 
matter to find out whether or not a teacher 
who is to give religious instruction is com- 
petent to give it from his heart as some- 
thing which he believes. 

I regret, however to hear the talk 
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about “ two sides” in this controversy. It 
is a controversy largely carried on among 
those whose special task it is to set forth 
the doctrines of the Christian faith in 
England, and it is deplorable to hear 
“two sides” spoken of in a controversy 
of this kind, while at the bottom of the 
hearts of those who are contending 
there is practical agreement in the desire 
to see religious teaching maintained in 
our schools. But, my Lords, we do need 
to ascertain how far we are at one as to 
practical policy. For it would be a farce 
to pretend that a Bill of this kind laying 
down principles upon which a concordat 
could proceed would be worth anything 
unless it be accepted with considerable 
cordiality by both parties to the con- 
troversy. While what we have heard 
to-night qualifies to some degree the 
opposition which such proposals have 
hitherto met with, I shall be agreeably 
surprised if we learn that so great a 
change takes place as to enable those who 
have been opposing us hitherto to join 
us in carrying forward a measure on the 
lines of this Bill. However anxious we 
may be for a peaceful solution, we dare 
not shut our eyes to the modes of argu- 
ment which are being everywhere em- 
ployed, and I must confess that it is very 
difficult to carry on a controversy of this 
kind amid misrepresentations, taunts, 
and denunciations on the part of those 
who are trying to oppose us in this 
matter. The utterances do not come 
merely from the irresponsible Members 
of the other party to the controversy ; 
they come from the responsible spokes- 
men of a great Party in the State which 
has been endeavouring to set forth the 
principles of what it strangely describes 
as religious liberty. Here are a few 
examples of the kind of utterances to 
which I refer— 

**Nonconformists will never stop their war- 
fare until they have completely disestablished 
the Church.” 

“This Bill takes the Board schools from the 
people and gives them over, roughly speaking, 
to one section of the people, the Anglican 
Church.” 

“What is at stake is not education, but the 
inalienable birthright of the citizen, the right 
to the free, unfettered use of his inmost soul.” 

I rejoice to hear this evening from the 
Opposition side a different tone, and I 
welcome it from the bottom of my heart. 

May I say a word or two upon 
the larger question which is involved 
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although I doubt whether there would be 
a very wide difference of opinion among 
your Lordships upon it. It is, of course, 
perfectly possible for the Church of 
England to make over bodily to the 
nation as a free gift, the whole of “the 
schools which have been with immense 
sacrifice and at enormous cost erected by 
the members of the Church of England. 
Their value is variously estimated, but 
I imagine that £20,000,000 is a very 
moderate estimate indeed. Butif we were 
to do this it would have to be because we 
had obtained absolute assurances that 
the principles of the cause for which we 
have incurred this enormous cost of 
labour and self-sacrifice, mainly on the 
part of the clergy, to maintain these 
schools were absolutely assured for 
the time to come at the very least 
as firmly as they are assured now. 
That is the assurance we ought to be 
able to obtain before we are even asked 
to withdraw from a position which the 
fairness and common sense of English- 
men, apart from religious principle, 
would feel that we have a right to re- 
tain, and we are certain we are doing 
nothing unfair when we claim to have a 
predominant say as to the character of 
the religious teaching which is for the 
future to be given in our schools. 

We are constantly asked, “ Why not 
trust the common sense of the people at 
large?” I have great sympathy with 
that argument. I believe that if we 
were allowed to put it freely to the test 
the underlying principles of religious pur- 
pose which characterise the English 
people would prevail to maintain in 
the vast majority of cases the kind 
of teaching we should desire to see 
given in our elementary schools, but 
what we are asked to do is not that. 
We are asked to bid the English 
people go into the settlement of the 
controversy with one hand tied. It is 
suggested that we should say to the 
public, ‘“‘ You take the schools over, but 
the teaching in them must be of a par- 
ticular character.” And it is because 
the thing we are asked to do does not 
consist in trusting the people freely, 
but rather in half trusting the people, 
that I for one feel the most intense 
difficulty in giving practical effect to 
principles which in their abstract and 
general sense we cordially approve. 
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Then again we are constantly asked, 
“Why should you not be satisfied with 
the kind of teaching given in the Board 
schools ? Surely it is good on the whole.” 
That argument is constantly accompanied 
by a kind of easy reference to the school 
boards of London, Birmingham, Liver- 
pool, and other places of that sort. 
But there is the widest possible contrast 
between the religious teaching given 
under such auspices as those and the 
religious teaching given in recent years in 
the smaller, less responsible, less splen- 
didly-manned kind of Board schools up 
and down the country. Your Lord- 
ships will remember that in 1895 a 
Parliamentary Return was _ published, 
showing what was nominally the religious 
teaching given in the Board schools of 
England and Wales. 


That Return shows that in 1895 fifty- 
seven school board districts in England 
and Wales had absolutely no religious 
teaching of any kind at all, that 316 others 
read the Bible with no word of comment 
(which practically means for little children 
no instruction at all as to what the Bible 
means), and there were something like 
700 districts in which the religious teach- 
ing given was not inspected at all. And 
that lack of inspection makes the teaching 
given in many cases practically worth- 
less. The last thing I desire publicly 
to do is to give specimens in an argu- 
ment of this kind which might prove to 
be irritating rather than helpful; but I 
should be ready, if necessary, to show that 
religious teaching has been practically 
non-existent in a large number of places. 
where the Blue-book says it does exist— 
non-existent because there was no inspec- 
tion and nobody whose business it was 
to see that the instruction was properly 
given. There, again, comes in the ques- 
tion of Scotland. The Scottish people are 
a more religious people in the mass than 
the English, there is more interest taken 
in theological subjects by the people in 
Scotland than in England, and for many 
years the religious teaching given in the 
board schools in Scotland was excellent. 
partly owing to the thorough training of 
the teachers in religious matters, and 
partly to the popular demand for it and 
interest in it. Nowadays, however, 
for lack of inspection, it is beginning, 
to dwindle and go down. If your Lord- 
ships refer to the reports furnished this 
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very year to the General Assembly of 


the Church of Scotland as to the way. 


in which religious teaching, for lack of 
inspection by duly appointed religious 
inspectors, was going down, you will 
find an object-lesson very full of force 
and meaning as to what might happen 
in England if we went forward on similar 
lines. It is because there is in England 
a large mass of people who care, with 
all their heart, for the improvement of 
their schools in secular matters, but who 
care yet more for the religious side, and 
are determined that they shall not only 
have religious teaching given, but that 
the value of that teaching shall be in- 
spected, the qualification of the teachers 
ascertained, and year by year a report 
rendered to the authorities—it is for 
that reason that not only in Church 
schools, but in Board schools, the religiou, 
instruction has been so good as it has. 
There, my Lords, are matters we should 
bear in mind when we are contemplating 
a great change in this far-reaching ques- 
tion. The discussion which has taken 
place to-night is to my mind reassuring, 
as showing that we are drawing nearer 
the possibility of arriving at a conclusion 
which shall maintain in their fulness 
the fundamental principles for which 
we care. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I wish at the outset to say 
that I do not approach this Bill in any 
spirit of hostility. Before coming down 
to the House this afternoon I had made 
up my mind, after giving the most careful 
consideration to the Bill, and after reading 
and re-reading all the speeches delivered 
on the First Reading, that though I did 
not think this Bill a possible basis for 
legislation in this session, there was an 
opening as to certain concessions of 
principle which, if accepted, and possibly 
if debated in Committee, might pave the 
way to fruitful and effective legislation 
in the future. And I must say I was a 
little surprised by what struck me as the 
change of tone adopted by the noble 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
Education. 

Speaking at Carnarvon the noble 
Marquess said that the Government did 
not assert that the Act of 1902 was per- 
fect, and that they were anxious to secure 
any solution of this difficult question 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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| which should be accepted permanently 
by all sections of the community. That 
is a very wise summing-up of what should 
be the attitude of a Government respon- 


sible for the carrying of the Act of 19092, 


which, as it stands, does not implant in 
the mind of anyone any confidence either 


of its permanence or of its satisfactory 


character. I thought when the noble 
Marquess laid stress upon the fact that, 
even when a measure conciliatory in its 
character was introduced, there was not 
much hope of dealing with it unless we 
got substantial agreement on both sides 
of the House, that the noble Marquess’s 
political instincts were singularly  jll- 
directed. For he told us in the same breath 
that His Majesty’s Government were 
determined to put forward their Coercion 
Bill to amend in an important particular 
the Act of 1902. We are told that the 
Government would think several times 
before touching that Act. I ask them 
to consider seriously before proceeding 
with the Bill which is now hung up in the 
House of Commons. 

May I touch upon one or two of the 
observations which fell from the most 
rev. Primate? I did think that it seemed 
there was an attempt, both on his part 
and on the part of the noble Marquess 
the President of the Board of Education, 
to run away from responsibility in con- 
nection with this Bill, and to attempt to 
fix the responsibility on this side. There 
was a special attack made upon the noble 
Earl who leads the Opposition. I heard 
the noble Earl’s speech, and I thought 
that it was a most cautious speech, not 
declaring any general hostility to the Bill, 
but simply putting in a caveat as to the 
special points with regard to facilities 
within school hours. The term “ within 
school hours’ is one of a very technical 
and special character. I heard also the 
speech of the most rev. Primate. Some 
people give an indication by their reticence 
which other people give by outspoken 
remarks, but though the most rev. Pri- 
mate followed the right rev. Prelate the 
Bishop of St. Asaph he abstained from 
saying any word on the question of in- 
side facilities during school hours. 

We are told, and I was very glad to 
hear the testimony from the right rev. 
Prelate, that in this question the only 
people who are to be consulted as to the 
religious instruction of the children are 
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their parents. That was a proposition 
jaid down at the outset in the debates 
on the Bill of 1902 by Mr. Balfour, 
but when an attempt was made to secure 
that these parents should have effective 
control by being represented on the man- 
agement of the schools we heard an 
entirely different story, and the only 
people who were allowed to be repre- 
sented were the clergy and the sub- 
scribers—the foundation managers. If 
you said that in every school district 
the parents should elect two out of the 
four foundation managers, that would 
give a very substantial voice to the 
parents, but the most rev. Primate told 
us that what succeeded in the case of 
the Highlands would not succeed in 
England, for he told us that the great 
masses of the working classes in our 
great towns are singularly ‘indifferent 
to ecclesiastical denominations. But 
that rather indicates that all this desire 
is not a desire so much on behalf of the 
parents as a desire for the parents, to 
do good to them, not to give effect to 
their wishes. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: What I was speaking of 
as the indifference of parents in large 
towns was not to religious education 
merely, but to education of all kinds. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: I 
cannot contend with the most rev. 
Primate in his knowledge of schools in 
general, but I have some knowledge of 
the attitude of parents in the poorest 
parts of London as well as in the more 
well-to-do, anc, while I should entirely 
agree with him as to the great indiffer- 
ence of parents to theological distinctions, 
I am happy to say that, largely as the 
result of the devoted labours of the 
teachers, a very keen sense of the value 
of the schools has been built up among 
the parents, and there is a gradually 
increasing desire on their part to send 
their children regularly and punctually 
to school. There were several controver- 
sial matters introduced in the speech 
of the most rev. Primate which I will not 
touch upon, partly because if I open all 
the points which might be dealt with my 
observations would be too long, and partly 
because I wish to keep strictly to such 
words as may help to lead to an ultimate 
settlement of this question. 


{4 Juty 1904} 


Schools) Bill. 418 


May I say without flattery of the 
right rev. Prelate, who has moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill, that I think 
his speech goes to the root of the matter. 
and shows an appreciation of the diffi- 
culty and seriousness of the problem, 
and how it ought to be met. I feel per- 
fectly sure that quite apart from the 
wrangling and disputes of the Churches, 
there is a body in this country which 
has not yet been referred to, but which 
is more important, and in the long run 
will be more powerful than either Church 
or Chapel, and that is the body of the 
citizenship of this country. and it is 
because I look forward to resting our 
public school system, as it is in all the 
great communities of the English-speak- 
ing race, upon the broad basis of citizen- 
ship, that I welcome the recognition 
by the mover of this Bill that the ultimate 
settlement must be the public manage- 
ment of all the schools which are avail- 
able and intended for the community as 
a whole. 


I quite recognise at the same time 
that the right rev. Prelate and those 
who act with him have a right to say that 
this is"not a newly colonised country 
where the whole thing is being started 


afresh. This is a country where great 
vested interests have been built up, 


partly no doubt by the self-sacrifice of 
those who believed in distinctive forms 
of religious teaching, and vou cannot 
expect to step into their inheritance 
and take possession of these schools in 
the same way that you would if vou were 
starting fresh schools. Therefore, I main- 
tain that in the case of those schools 
the present managers have a_ partial 
ownership over them, that there is a col- 
lateral ownership belonging to the de- 
nominations who erected them. The 
right rev. Prelate in charge of this Bill, 
and I think I may say the most rev. 
Primate, though in a more guarded way, 
recognise that vou must have a universal 
system of publicly managed schools, 
and they claim at the same time that you 
must have a recognition of facilities for 
giving definite religious instruction to 
those who desire it in accordance with 
the wishes of the founders of those schools. 
But they both go a step further than 
that. They both desire to imprint upon 
all the schools in the country in the first 
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instance, and at the public expense, a 
system of undenominational religious 
teaching. I take it from the speech of 
the right rev. Prelate that a syllabus such 
as that of the School Board for London 
faithfully and efficiently carried out 
would satisfy him very largely. For 
many years I have been a party to ad- 
ministering that syllabus, and it is not 
for me to fall out with right rev. Prelates 
when they propose to establish that—— 


THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : Ii the noble Lord thinks 
he is quoting me he is going beyond 
anything I have endeavoured to say. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
I should be very sorry to misrepresent 
anyone, but part of the scheme of the 
right rev. Prelate is that in consideration 
of making over the aided schools they 
should make a bargain that in the provided 
schools generally they may stipulate for 
a scheme of general religious instruction 
which would satisfy them apart from the 
question of facilities for definite religious 
instruction. The first principle laid down 
by the most rev. Primate was simple 
religious teaching to prevail throughout 
our elementary school system, that is, 
the establishment of a general unde- 
nominational syllabus. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury shakes his head, but if 
he will write to The Times and give a 
sketch of his simple religious syllabus 
which is to be in force in every school, he 
will render valuable assistance. I expect 
it would hardly contain that which 
when Bishop of Winchester he was a 
party to introducing into the school board 
at Farnham, namely, the Apostles’ Creed. 

That is the interpretation I put upon 
his words “simple religious instruction 
to prevail in all the schools.” Where 
I pause is here. There is a strong section 
of those who are most devoted to Church 
principles to whom this solution is abso- 
lutely abhorrent. It is particularly ab- 
horrent to the National Society, whose 
official organ it has been my painful duty 
to read for many years. If that section 
of the community are modifying their 
views, and if they are going now to say 
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though, I think, the Anglican has as much 
right to claim that the minimum of 
Christianity shall not be taught at his 
expense as the unsectarian has to claim 
that the maximum of Christianity shall 
not be taught at his expense. I believe 
that the majority of the bench of Bishops 
would prefer general Bible teaching to 
none. I believe that most of the clergy, 
when they are not engaged in abusing 
school board religion, in order to keep 
out a school board, would prefer it, 
and I believe the majority of the people 
of England prefer it. But there is a 
great difference between letting responsi- 
bility rest with the local education 
authority as to the amount of religious 
teaching to be given and in putting it in 
an Act of Parliament. That would be 
with a vengeance an affirmation of State 
religion in our elementary schools. 
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May I now touch upon the Archbishop’s 
three conditions ? He says I have not 
done justice to his first condition. I 
shall await a fuller exposition of what it 
is, although I think I have put the fairest 
and most natural interpretation upon it. 
The second condition was that religious 
teaching must be given by those who can 
give it genuinely and effectively. I 
dissent from the Archbishop’s analogy 
of the teaching of drawing. I contend 
that the teaching of religion does not 
rest on the same footing as drawing. 
When you come to teach the foundations 
of moral conduct, there is no doubt that 
the convictions and the feelings of the 
teacher are as vital as his knowledge; 
but I ask your Lordships does anyone 
imagine that with the education authority 
you have you are going in any way to 
introduce, even if it were desirable, an 
inquisition into the piety and holiness 
of the people employed to teach in your 
elementary schools. We went into all 
this in the School Board for London, and 
we saw it was ridiculous. You cannot 
allow an inquiry into people’s religious 
convictions. We do not allow people 
to ask, ‘‘ Are you of any denomination,” 
and that is the usual feeling of the people 
of this country. 


You would not get laymen elected 


that the one form of religion which is to | by the community to consent for one 
have State patrohage, and to be picked | minute to an inquisition into the re- 
out as being maintained at the public ligious belief of the people they employ 
expense is this genera! undenominational jin the elementary schools, but the more 
teaching, 1 should not oppose them,' you insist on the fact that the people 
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who teach things which are to appeal 
to the conscience and the heart should 
be people in earnest in what they teach 
the more you are thrown back on sever- 
ing that part of the teaching from secular 
teaching and giving it to people who 
believe in it, and ‘are chosen by the 
Churches and not by the community. 
I do not know that even a small religious 
community are always successful. I 
see before me the noble Viscount under 
whom I had the pleasure of serving 
for a long time on the Education Com- 
mission, and he will remember we sent 
the most searching questions to the 
managers of schools throughout the 
country, and we found that the returns 
showed that a far larger percentage of 
the managers of schools of the Church 
of England admitted that they habitu- 
ally suspended religious instruction when 
the Government examination was draw- 
ing near, than was the case in the Board 
schools. I do not believe myself that 
in choosing teachers for the ordinary 
work you will be able to get people whom 
the various denominations would entrust 
with the duty of speaking upon religious 
matters to the children, and you had 
better abandon that idea; but if, of 
course, you are willing to take the re- 
sponsibility yourself, if the clergyman 
of the parish is willing—and I am afraid 
a large percentage of the clergymen are 
not—to go into the schools, say, at 
nine o'clock in the morning and take 
part themselves in the teaching, then 
you will get a person who is presumably 
fit to talk seriously and thoughtfully 
to the children. 


The third point was that in our educa- 
tional system as a whole place should be 
found for denominational teaching of 
some sort. I put it to the right rev. 
Bench. Is not the idea “ in school hours ” 
technically a weak staff to lean upon ? 
You may have the instruction given, out 
of offio‘al school hours and yet at a most 
convenient time. The right rev. Prelate 
who moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill used the illustration of the Drury 
Lane School, but he forgot that this 
school is under a different Act, and that 
the registration of children according 
to denominations is compulsory. But 
if he wants an illustration of what can 
be done in the way of voluntary religious 
instruction when people are in earnest, 
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I would recommend him to turn his 
attention to the schools frequented by 
the Jews in the East End of London. 
There is no doubt the Jews are very 
tenacious of their religious convictions, 
and anxious that the children should be 
fully brought up in them. The Jews 
have organised at their own expense in 
the East End a voluntary organisation, 
and the School Board, and now the 
County Council, have put at their disposal 
the use of the buildings, with no charge 
for warming or lighting, but outside 
school hours. I believe that when there 
is a keen desire you will have that; but 
the fact is, there is no use disguising it, 
that there is not that keen desire; and 
this desire, whether it is for denomina- 
tional or undenominational teaching is 
put forward on behalf of the people, and 
not by the people. 


The noble Marquess said the Bill had 
his sympathy. I think in these things 
we want a little more than sympathy. 
We want support, and I am prepared to 
support the right rev. Prelate. I do 
not think he has thought out his Bill 
sufficiently. It would not be suitable 
to go into the details of the Bill now. 
That is a matter for Committee, but I 
shall be prepared to show that this Bill 
in no way gives effect to the wishes the 
right rev. Prelate has expressed in his 
speech. So far from giving greater 
facilities to the public authority for the 
transfer of schools, it rather puts diffi- 
culties in the way. It proposes arrange- 
ments which, while I have no doubt they 
will be used in good faith by the right 
rev. Prelate, might be used in very 
serious bad faith to throw a burden on 
the community and afterwards to regain 
use of the schools. I would not have 
made that charge unless I had an instance 
to give which I think illustrates the 
mischief that might come from these 
permissive transfers with the power 
of breaking down the obligations of the 
Act of Parliament as to rent, purchase, 
and cost of repairs. 


The newspapers of late have been very 
full of letters of indignation on behalf of 
the Church of England against what was 
supposed to be a very mischievous con- 
cession made in the Isle of Wight, where 
certain Church schools were to be given 
over; but when your Lordships know 
what were the facts about that school in 
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Cowes, you would think the indignation 
ought to come rather from the Noncon- 
formists and ratepayers than from the 
Established Church. I have in my hand 
the agreement, and it goes on to recite 
that the freehold of this school is vested 
in the Bishop, and that whereas the 
foundation managers of the said school 
are quite unable to provide or to raise 
the large sum of money which, according 
to independent reports of the surveyor 
for the local education authority and of 
the Voluntary Schools Association will 
have to be spent to bring the school pre- 
mises into proper condition for the pur- 
poses of education, and whereas the said 
managers have made every effort to 
raise such money but have failed, then 
it is proposed that the school shall be 
transferred, that the public authority 
shall put the schools in repair, that after 
a certain time the agreement may con- 
template the schools being taken back 
by the voluntary managers, but the 
public authority are to have no lien on 
the buildings so put in repair when they 
are restored to the voluntary managers. 


The most rev. Primate spoke of the 
unfair statements made outside your 
Lordships’ House. Would he think it 
hard if I were to say outside the House, 
as I say inside the House, that we must 
be very careful not to allow the public 
to be plundered in order that insanitary 
voluntary schools may be put into repair 
and then handed back to the owners, 
because that is what was proposed at 
Cowes. I wish to remind the right rev. 
Prelate, before sitting down, of a fact 
which I am sure the noble Marquess 
the President of the Board of Education 
will endorse, that he must not imagine 
that by putting in his Bill the provision 
that these schools shall not be affected 
by the Transfer Clause of the Act of 1902, 
which makes such a school a new school, 
he is going to get his school back. I am 
quite sure many of the right rev. Prelates 
here know perfectly well that the school 
and the schoolhouse are two different 
things. The school is like the church, 
a congregation of faithful men; the 
schoolhouse is the building in which 
that congregation are assembled, and 
the transfer of the school is the transfer 
of the organisation with the children 
and their teaching staff. The mere 
fact that they are taught for some 
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time in temporary premises does not 
oust the public authority from the re- 
sponsible duty and right of continuing 
the education of these children as an 
existing school and not as a new school 
if, from any circumstances, they should 
be deprived of their premises. 


We have constantly in London taken 
over voluntary schools for a time until 
a proper school could be provided, but 
we never recognised that, merely because 
the building went back to the voluntary 
owners, the children went back too. The 
children were ours and we continued 
to educate them. I would ask right rev. 
Prelates, Do they not believe that in the 
rural districts of Wales, where the single 
school system prevails, there will be 
always be two-thirds or three-fourths, 
perhaps nine-tenths, of the parents who 
are not members of the Established 
Church? Is it not natural that these 
people should wish, not for a short time 
but permanently, that they should have 
a voice in the management of the schools, 
and that the positions of headmaster 
and headmistress should be open to their 
co-religionists. You must come to that, 
and I do not hesitate to say that the 
longer this controversy goes on the more 
the people of this country will be deter- 
mined that the public school system 
shall rest upon a civic and not an ecclesi- 
astical basis. 


Lorp NORTON: My Lords, this 1s 
a subject in which I have all my life 
taken the keenest interest. Half a century 
ago I was Vice-President of the Educa- 
tion Committee’s Council, and even 
before that I spent many years in pro- 
moting the voluntary system. I have 
seen how the subject of national educa- 
tion has been necessarily taken up by 
the State, and the danger to this country 
in the State undertaking the most 
intimate matters of individual and 
domestic concern, the most important 
of which is that of religious education. I 
believe that if the State steps in zn /oco 
parentis the character of the country 
will become changed. When Mr. Forster 
introduced by the Act of 1870 rate- 
support of education, he was afraid it 
would produce the religious difficulty, and 
only hoped it would not become an 
anti-religious difficulty. Anything that 
offers an opening for getting rid of this 
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difficulty is of the greatest importance. 
The Bill now before us shews how the 
difficulty may be voluntarily got over 
in one locality, and so indicates a prin- 
ciple which might be followed. 


There is a unanimous feelipg, strongly 
expressed by the noble Marquess, the 
President of the Board of Education, 
and by two noble Lords who have spoken 
on the other side of the House, in favour 
of the principle of this Bill, the object 
of which is to get religious teaching into 
all our schools, and not separately taught 
in denominational schools. As long 
as there are two separate sets of schools 
it becomes a matter of contest, and it is 
a very unequal contest. The process of 
division which has gone on since the 
State interfered has tended to eliminate 
from national education the princi- 
pal part vf it—the religious instruction ; 
and it is now by many avowed that the 
object of national education is simply to 
fit the rising generation to compete with 
foreigners in commercial markets. It 
is clear, from what fell from the noble 
Lord who has just sat down, that he would 
propose purely secular instruction in all 
the schools in the country, and leave 
religious instruction to the various de- 
nominations. Lord Tweedmouth said he 
objected to the Bill because it was not 
universal. The merit of this Bill is that 
it does not attempt to be at once universal. 
This is a statement which must be first 
deat with locally, in the hope that the 
concordat adopted locally may gradually 
spread. To propose a universal concordat 
at once is to propose postponing indefi- 
uitely the question. This difficulty will, 
of course, settle itself, as all questions in 
this practical country do settle themselves. 
But how ? By the entire sacrifice of the 
non-provided schools. They are sinking 
now as a result of the pressure upon them. 
It will be found absolutely impossible 
to carry on a system in which one body 
are called upon to support, out of their 
own resources, an unequal contest with 
public funds to which they also have to 
contribute. The voluntary schools are 
already beginning to suffer through the 
loss of support. The conseyuent partner- 
ship in undertaking between the public 
purse and the private purse is one 
that cannot long be sustained, and 
therefore the principle of united action 
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in the right rev. Prelate’s Bill is necessary 
to permanency. I hope the voting on this 
Bill will be perfectly free. I understood 
the noble Marquess to say that he would 
support the Second Reading. 


Tue Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
On personal grounds. 


*Lorp NORTON: Then, so far as the 
Government is concerned, it may be con- 
sidered an open question. I shall cer- 
tainly support the Second Reading, and 
urge your Lordships to _ consider 
whether the Bill will not offer a scheme 
for removing the religious difficulty, 
without losing the main object of national 
education. All the objections which have 
been made during this debate are objec- 
tions which could be very well dealt 
with by a Select Committee. 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or ROCHES- 
TER: My Lords, I do not know that this 
debate can be said to have been a very 
lively one. At the same time I cannot 
help thinking that a disinterested spec- 
tator would be able to derive from it 
some measure of entertainment; for I 
think it has taken, in some degree, the 
character of what I might call “a 
fishing debate.” I have observed a 
certain tendency in all the speakers to 
see what they could get out of the other 
side, and to register on the tablets of 
the memory something for future use. 
The debate has assumed that character, 
because the object with which the Bill 
is moved is to express a sentiment, rather 
than to clothe that sentiment with any 
particular form of substance. Of course, 
you must have a Bill, and when you have 
a Bill, you must have clauses, and the 
clauses must have a meaning; but I do 
think it is true to say that the value of 
the right rev. Prelate’s Bill is to give 
expression to some kind of readiness 
on the part of different interests to look 
fairly at any suggestions of re-arrange- 
ment or compromise. The noble Lord 
opposite, in a genial way, threw in, if I 
understood him rightly, a little taunt at 
us for being so soon ready for this after 
the Act of 1902. I own that I did 
not feel very much moved by that 
taunt. I think the Act of 1902 may 
at least be said to have done this. 
It has left what I may perhaps call, for 


S 2 








427 Education (Transferred 


religious education in a very different 
position from that in which it found it. 
I, for my part, am prepared to face the 
noble Lord’s taunt and to say that we 
should be ready to look very carefully 
at any serious proposal to give effect to 
the various forms of religious conviction 
which exist in the nation. 


I do not think that those who care 
for the sacred interests of religion can 
be the least indifferent to a condition 
of things in which religious men find 
themselves in vehement opposition. I 
hope I am not saying too much if I say 
that we should feel this even more, had 
the controversy on the other side been 
conducted in the country with more 
respect for the religious convictions 
which we hold, if the weapons used against 
us had been less the weapons of virulence 
and abuse, and if the movement had not 
taken so strongly political a character. 
I feel sure there are multitudes of those 
whom the Bishop represents, who are in 
that attitude towards compromise, and 
therefore I suppose our way of express- 
ing that sentiment is to join the right 
rev. Primate in supporting the Second 
Reading of this Bill. But I think we 
must be a little careful as to what we 
do not do as well as to what we do. 
I think that we must not attribute too 
much to incidental expressions on eithez 
side, and still less to the use made by 
the opposite side in either case of those 
expressions. It would, for example, be 
rather startling if the people of this 
country, on reading the newspapers 
to-morrow morning, should imagine the 
most rev. Primate at this time of day 
committed, as it would learn from the 
noble Lord opposite, to a universal 
system of undenominational education. 


It would, perhaps, be a little surprising, | 


on the other hand, to the noble Lord 
himself, if it were found that a very 


kindly, and, in my opinion, very thought- | 


ful expression, which he used about the 
logic of the religious situation, bound 
him for all time to the support of 
denominational instruction by the State 
on exactly the same terms as the sup- 


port of undenominational instruction. | 
That is, by the wav, what this Bill does | 


not do. 
It is unfortunate that the noble Earl 
the Leader of the Opposition, did on the 


The Lord Bishop of Rochester. 
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short, the denominational factor in | occasion of the First Reading plump down 


his foot, if I may say so, upon an objection 
to the Bill without looking more gener- 
ally to see what elements of a possible 
solution it contained; but it is very 
satisfactory that the discussion to-night 
has gone the other way. The real reason 
why the debate takes this form is, if I 
am not mistaken, that when you have a 
great question like this in the position 
in which this question now stands, you 
can only attempt compromise when the 
pressure of circumstances drives you that 
way. It is notorious that in the present 
state of business the Bill cannot be made 
law this session, neither do circumstances 
at this moment suggest the possibility 
of any general compromise throughout 
the country. The most rev. Primate 
has reminded your Lordships that in the 
course of last year he did, rather boldly, 
come forward to suggest that it was not 
hopeless for us to consider, charitably 
and unitedly, with those to whom we were 
in a great measure opposed, the terms 
of some concordat. I think that in trying 
to get down to the root principles of the 
matter and below the current contro- 
versies he took the risk of the very 
criticism which the noble Lord has made. 
He made what was a very honourable 
offer, but was the result such as to lead 
us to think that the moment was ripe for 
a compromise? I have every possible 
respect for the services which have been 
rendered by the noble Lord opposite to 
London education, but I have always 
thought he appeared to insist on the un- 
bending system of universal unde- 
nominationalism which is the greatest 
bar to a solution of this question. I hope 
the time will come when the noble Lord 
and those he represents will be willing 
to go into the discussion on more hopeful 
lines. The Second Reading of this Bill 
in the meantime can do no more than 
affirm the general desire that the ultimate 
solution, whether it be next year or a 
few years later, shall be a solution arising 
not from the victory of one party or the 
other but from something which will 
do justice to the feeling of the different 
contending parties. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 
!only intervene in this debate for a few 
‘moments. I am afraid the concluding 
,words of the right rev. Prelate whom 
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we always hear with such interest re- 
commend us to a council of perfection 
which we are very unlikely to see acted 
uponin this country. Butas I understand, 
he construes the attitude of your Lord- 
ships’ House to-night as one in cordial 
agreement with the sentiment which 
is incarnated in this Bill, but speaking 
generally he thinks that a Resolution 
of the House would have been as effective 
as this Bill. Enough has been said, and 
very well said, on the merits and demerits 
of this Bill. The only thing I wish to say 
is that it seems to me, after the approval 
given to the Bill by the noble Marquess 
the Minister for Education, that the Bill 
should have been introduced by His 
Majesty’s Government and not have been 
leftto aprivate Member. I daresay itisdue 
to some deficiency in my own intelligence, 
but I find myself in some confusion of 
mind about the exact position of His 
Majesty’s Government on this Bill, and, 
as I daresay some other noble Lord on 
the Front Bench opposite will wind up 
this debate, I hope he will make that 
position clear. It is the noble Marquess 
who produces this confusion of mind. 
He began by telling us that nothing was 
to be done in this direction without the 
unanimous consent of your Lordships’ 
House. I may say that a good many 
things have been done in this House, with, 
no doubt, unanimous and cordial accept- 
ance on the part of noble Lords opposite, 
but which have met with very little sup- 
port on this side. 


Tue Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
I am sorry to interrupt the noble Lord. 
I anticipated that we should have heard 
from the Front Bench opposite views in 
accord with those which the noble Earl, 
the Leader of the Opposition, expressed 
on the First Reading, and consequently, 
after that statement in which the noble 
Earl declared his hostility to the measure, 
it was with great surprise that I heard 
noble Lords opposite state that they 
accepted it. 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I am afrail 
I cannot enter into the noble Marquess’ 
difficulties, but he cannot have been 
quite unprepared, for I understand that 
a whip was sent out to bring noble 
Lords down to this debate. But, be 
that as it may, I pass to the confusion 
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of mind in which I find myself as to the 
opinion of the Government. The noble 
Marquess first told us that your 
Lordships’ House should not be urged to 
divide on this Bill. Then he told us that 
His Majesty’s Government could give 
no definite answer as to what was their 
view of the Bill, and he next stated that 
he himself .would follow the right rev. 
Prelate into the Lobby in support of 
the Second Reading should the Bill go to 
a division. This exhibits an agreeable 
detachment of mind on grave questions 
to which His Majesty’s Government have 
of late made us tolerably accustomed. 
But what I want to know is, in what 
capacity did the noble Marquess address 
us, and in what capacity will he vote ? 
He told us just now that he was going to 
vote as a private Member, and an ad- 
mirer of the right rev. Prelate and of 
his work in Wales. But the noble Mar- 
quess is Minister of Education, and as 
such we know he has the interests and 
the morals of education deeply at heart. 
Is his vote tempered at all by his views 
as Minister of Education? Does he 
divorce himself from his position as 
Minister of Education. 


THE Marquess or LONDON- 
DERRY: I think I clearly pointed out 
that this Bill is a private Bill introduced 
entirely on the responsibility of the right 
rev. Prelate, on which I was not speak- 
ing as a member of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and on which no member of the 
Government neel have spoken. I have 
explainel why on personal grounds 
the right rev. Prelate having introduced 
this Bill rather in accordance with a 
suggestion I made at Carnarvon, I shall 
go into the lobby in support of the 
Second Reading. 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: That is what 
I complain of. It is a private Bill and 
we think it ought to have been a public 
Bill, as the noble Marquess made such a 
strong point of its being a desirable Bill. 
However, I understand that the noble 
Marquess is speaking as a_ private 
Member and not as a member of 
a Ministry of many talents, but with no 
settled convictions. But we on this side 
really mean business. We think this is a 
desirable Jocus standi for arriving at a 
solution. It seems to me there is, then, 
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the unanimous acceptance all round the 
noble Marquess insists upon. E-ery- 
body agrees that the Bill offers a sort of 
jumping-off place for the closing of long- 
standing wrangles and disputes, which, 
to use the words of the right rev. Prelate 
who introduced the Bill, are “ gaunt and 
irritating” to a great many people, and 
which, in my opinion, would justify some 
later day Tertullian to say with all 
Tertullian’s irony, “See how these 
Christians love one another.” If we go 
to a division I shall cordially support 
the Second Rea‘ing. 


Education (Transferred 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HERE- 
FORD: My Lords, I feel somewhat 
shy of prolonging this interesting dis- 
cussion, partly because it is so purely 
academic. At the same time I desire 
to add one or two words to what has been 
said. While I desire to express my sym- 
pathy with the right rev. Prelate who 
has introduced this Bill, I see no chance 
of its establishing educational peace. 
Any one who reads the Bill carefully 
must feel that there is no sort of finality 
about it; it is purely a piece of patch- 
work, which could produce no lasting re- 
sults. As it stands it would be simply 
attempting a new patch to an old garment. 
There is another reason why I feel we 
are somewhat wasting our time in these 
discussions, and it is this. To my 
mind it is clear that this is no longer a 
question for a moribund Parliament to 
deal with. If it is to be dealt with in 
any binding and lasting way it must be 
dealt with by the people ata general elec- 
tion and by a new Parliament. Moreover, 
as an optional Bill this measure would in 
nany places create more confusion than 
it would settle. I can understand those 
who are closely identified with Wales 
feeling that they would be glad to see a 
settlement of some kind. The mass of 
the Welsh people would work it accord- 
ing to Welsh ideas, but over the border 
they may have entirely different ideas. 
Therefore I have no hesitation in saying 
that the Bill would produce endless con- 
fusion throughout the length and breadth 
of the land; and for this reason, that it 
is optional. As my right rev. brother of 
Rochester has said, we have listened to 
a number of fishing speeches. They 
rather presente1 themselves to my min1 
as poaching speeches—speeches in which 


Lord Ribblesdale. 
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the speaker was aiming at catching as 
n uch as he could on the opposite side of 
the House. I think this Bill would be 
worthy of serious and practical considera- 
tion subject to the condition precedent 
that there should be a school under 
public control and management within a 
reasonable distance of every p2rent. 
Given that condition I believe I could 
make a reasonable concordat on the basis 
of this Bill. 


*Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SeLtporne): My 
Lords, I cannot help thinking that not- 
withstanding the Party chaff of my noble 
friend opposite what has passed to-night 
will be looked back upon as notable in 
the history of this controversy. Without 
any offence or intention of offence to my 
noble friends opposite I will say that this 
is the first time they scem to me to have 
officially spoken with any kindly or un- 
prejudiced appreciation of the point of 
view of those with whom they do not 
agree on this question. The attitude of 
my noble friend opposite really doesdiffer 
fundamentally fron the attitude of the 
speakers belonging to his Party who have 
spoken on this question in the country, 
and also from the tone of the official 
literature issued by his Party; and it is 
more remarkable because the noble Lord, 
Lord Stanley of Alderley, although taking 
a distinctly differant view in some resp2cts 
from that of my noble friend, frankly 
accepted this Bill as a basis from which 
he was willing to work. My noble friend 
who spoke last on the other side of the 
House spoke even more strongly in that 
d‘rection. But I think all these speakers 
have been unfair in their interpretation 
of the attitude of my noble friend the 
President of the Board of Education. 


The noble Marquess has reminded your 
Lordships that this is a private Bill, for 
which neither the Party opposite nor His 
Majesty's Government are responsible; 
and he has a right to feel very consider- 
able satisfaction that the Bill has been 
the subject of debate here to-night, 
because, however far it may depart 
from his own particular ideas in this 
matter or however near it may approach 
them, it is the first public attempt in 
either House of Parliament to take up the 
lead which he gave at Carnarvon, and, 
much as it may surprise my noble friend 
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opposite who spoke last, the noble 
Marquess speaks for all his colleagues. 
But it does not follow that because a 
private Bill has received the measure of | 
welcome which my noble friend has | 
accor’ed to this Bill, the Government 
should forthwith take it up and pass it 
throuzh Parliament in this session. 


{4 Juty 1904} 
| When the Education Act of 1902 was 
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introducel by the Government in the 
House of Commons, that Bill itself was 
made compulsory. It was made com- 


| pulsory in Committee, and I think the 
‘whole of the Opposition, the friends of 


my noble friend opposite, voted against 
making it compulsory. That shows that 


the opinions on that side are still in an 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I do not want | 
to interrupt the noble Earl, but what 
surprises me is that if the noble Marquess 
speaks on behalf of his colleagues, why 
should he not say so ? 


*THe Ear, or SELBORNE: I think I 
have answered my noble friend’s Question. 
This being a private Bill my noble friend | 
behind me took up an attitude which is 
common in dealing with such matters in 
both Houses of Parliament. In the 
present state of public business no Bill, 
however perfect, has any chance of passing 


into law in the other House this session. I | 


would like briefly to allude to some points 
of criticism taken by my noble friend 
Lord Tweedmouth. I think he admitted 
that it was a correct quotation from Mr. 
Lioyd-George that h» had accepted the 
principle of the Scottish system so far | 
as Wales was concerned, but my noble 
friend added that the case of England is 
not the same. Later on in his speech he 
gave us a very interesting illustration of 
a Scottish school at his park gates, and 
the most rev. Primate pointed out how 
utterly different the conditions of that 
school were from many schools in London. 
Does not my noble friend opposite see 
the application of his own criti- 
cism and the most rev. Primate’s 
illustration to his complaint — that 
there was no element of compulsion in 
this Bill? If the case of England is 
different from that of Wales, if the case | 
of London is different fron that of Inver- 
ness-shire ought not the main point of 
policy in any settlement to be not the 
rigidity demanded by him but flexibility 
and elasticity. 


Is it quite certain that what we want | 
is the smallest measure of devolution to 
local bodies and the greatest measure of 
compulsion? May it not be more 
probable that a solution will be found in 
the greatest amount of discretion to the 
local authorities combined with the 
least possible amount of compulsion 2, 


' saying anything about tests. 


unsettled condition. My noble friend 


said the Bill was not sufficiently compre- 


hensive. He quoted especially the fact 
that there was no provision for popular 
management of non-provided schools—I 
will allude to that question later on—and 
said that the question of tests for teachers 
was not sufficiently clearly dealt with. 
There is no time to-night to attempt to 
deal atany length with that most difficult 
question; but I think if I interpreted 
my noble friend’s attitude correctly it 
was this, that he and his friends could 
not agree to, or countenance, any at- 
tempt to press a religious test on a 
candidate for teachership. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Denomina- 


tional test. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: Any 
denominational test on a candidate for 
teachership. But, with that proviso, 
he quite felt the force of the argument 
that a teacher should not be required to 
teach what he or she could not teach 
conscientiously, and that the teachers 
themselves shoukl be invited freely to 
co-operate in doing what they could to 
make a settlement easier; that is to say, 
that where they were willing to assist, 
the distribution of the teachers should 
be such as to utilise their assistance to 
the greatest possible extent. I think I 
might illustrate what I understand to be 
my noble friend’s meaning by saying 
that he would not think it reasonable 
that a Presbyterian should be deliber- 
ately chosen to teach Roman Catholic 
children. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I specially 


excluded any denominational test. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: [ am not 
Suppose 
a Presbyterian and a Roman Catholic 
teacher were equally ready to take 
part in religious instruction, common 
sense would say that the Roman Catholic 
teacher should be set to teach Roman 
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Catholic children. I would ask your, 
Lordships to observe how this principle | 
was carried out by Lord Stanley of | 
Alderley when he was Vice-Chairman of 
the School Board for London. He) 
successfully solved the problem, for in | 
the Jewish schools to which he alluded 
to-night I understand the whole of the | 
teachers appointed by the School Board | 
for Londen were Jews. 


{LORDS} 
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local authority that their children should 
have this teaching in school hours if 
they wish it. The onus of proof will 
certainly rest on those who desire to 
fetter, in what seens to me this strange 
way, the right of the parent, the rate- 


| payer, the taxpayer, and the local educa- 


tion authority. This question, I azree. 
is not likely to be settled in this Parlia- 


/ment, but as to-day we are exchanging 


' mutual confidences, and as my noble 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: You | 
are misinforred. Not a great many | 
years ago a Jewish head teacher was 
appointed to overcome the prejudices of 
the Jews. After that Jews weve ap-. 
pointed as far as they could be got, | 
because of the language, but of late years 
it has been a matter of perfect indiffer- 
ence. | 


*Tut Kart or SELBORNE: Then my 
noble friend dealt briefly with the 
principle laid down by the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury in his speech 
in the last debate. I understood 
him to say that he did not differ from the 
right rev. Prelate in the hope that a sim- | 
ple system of religious teaching should | 
universally preva'l in any national settle- 
ment. He also agreed that the religious 
teaching should be given genuinely as 
well as effectively. Healso azreed that a 
place for denominational teaching should 
be found, proviled that the denoni- 
national teaching was, at the expense 
of the denomination and not in school 
hours ; and he wound up by saying he was 
not prepared to contend that there never 
could be any alteration of any sort in the 
Cooper-Temple clause. I do think that | 
that is a very notable speech coming | 
from my noble friend, although I admit 
that in the proviso he has made in| 
respect to the school hours he is at once 
touching ona difficulty that goes deep | 
down into this controversy. 


The noble Lord and his friends say 
that this denominational religious teach- 
ing, given at the expense of the Church 
or denomination, should not be given in 
school hours. I think the onus of | 
proof rests on those who say that) 
a vast body of people in this country, 
whose children go to the schools and 
who pay the taxes or 1ates by which. 
the schools are supported, should 
not be allowed to arrange with the 


The Earl of Selborne. 


the Nonconformist 
| Lords on that side of the House and 


| Nonconformists. 


friend who spoke last urged that on this 
side we should show that we reciprocated 
the spirit shown on that side, let me put, 
not in any spirit of contention, some of 
our points of view, which I think noble 
Lords opposite would do well to think 
over. 

We have heard a great deal about 
conscience. Noble 


their supporters in the country say 
that the Government have not sufficiently 
considered the conscience of Noncon- 


|formists and those who object to a 


system of denominational — teaching. 
That has not been our intention, but 
noble Lords opposite do not seem to be 
aware that Church people have as deep 
and conscientious convictions in favour of 
denominational teaching as some Noncon- 
formists have in favour of undenomi- 
national teaching, and it will be impos- 
sible to produce that national educational 
concordat which is desired, unless Church 
people and Roman Catholics and others 
who are denominationalists are given the 
same credit for religious strength of 
conviction as is properly claimed for 
You cannot have a 
national settlement if you leave out 
half the nation. I will not attempt to dis- 
pute on statistics, but I will divide roughly 
the whole population into two halves— 
the half to whom the undenominational 
school is the ideal and the half to whom 


'the denominational school is the ideal. 


It is quite impossible for us to attempt 
a settlement, and lea: e out of count that 
half who are undenominationalists, and 
it is at least as impossible for noble 
Lords opposite to attempt a settlement 
if they leave out of count that half of the 
nation which fervently believes in de- 
nominational religious instruction. 
However imperfect the present system, 
the endeavour of the Government in 
their legislation has been to find room for 
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both systems. Noble Lords may contend 
that the Government failed, that we did 
not sufficiently take into account the views 
of our Nonconformist fellow-subjects ; 
but will they right that wrong, if wrong 
it be, by taking away from the other half 
of the population the right to denomina- 
tional teaching? No, my Lords, the only 
national system, the only peace, the only 
concordat would be one which was 
accepted by Churchmen, by Roman 
Catholics, and by all lovers of definite 
religious teaching, as well as by that 
great Nonconformist body who 
prefer in the public elementary schools 
to have only undenominational teaching. 
Hitherto these bodies, although having a 
different interpretation of their religious 
ideal, have ‘been united in wishing the 
system of public cducation in this country 
to be associated with religion. Pity 
it is that they should, by their divisions, 
nisunderstandings, and mutual attacks, 
give so much hope and encouragement 
to those who do not wish religion to be 
included in the public educational system 
of this country. The real danger that 
confronts us is indifferentism to all re- 
ligious teaching. It is because I hope, from 
what has taken place to-day, that the two 
sides are beginning to understand each 
other better, and will so be enabled to 
present a more united front to those who 
desire a system of secular instruction—it 
is because I believe we have advanced 
alittle in that direction that I join in 
supporting the Second Reading of this Bill. 

On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Seven o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 4th July, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeeakeR laid upon the Tabie 

Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
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tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :-—Bridlington Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Bristol Tramways (Extensions) 
Bill [Lords]; Manchester Corporation 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the 
second time. 

PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (NO STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SveakeRr laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof,no Standing Ordersare applicable, 
viz.:— Lord Tredezar’s Supplemental 
Estate Bill [Lords]; Scarisbrick Estate 
(Amendment) Bill [Lords]. 

That the Bills be read a 


Bills be read a 


Ordered, 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDEK BILLS [LORDS] 

(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz.:—Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Brymbo Water Bill; Great Central 
and Midland Joint Railways Bill; Hum- 
ber Commercial Railway and Lock Bill; 
Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 

Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill 
[Lords]. As amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill. As 
amended, considered. Ordered,’ That 
Standing Orders 223 and 243 be “sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now read the 
third time.—(Mr. Caldwel!.) 


Bill according read the third time, and 
passed. 
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Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Clyde Valley Electrical Fower Bill 
[Lords] (by Order). As amended, con- 
sidered; to be read the third time. 


Selby Urban District Council Bill 
(by Order). As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bili to be read the 
third time. 


Melrose District Water Order Confirma- 
tion Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
(Birmingham) Bill [Lords]; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


Canal Rates and Charges (Regent’s 
Canal) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional] Orders confirmed]; | 
Report to lie upon the Table. | 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 251.] 





PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 
Mr. Acc-Garpner reported from the | 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills ; | 
That the parties opposing the Local | 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill [Newcastle-upon-Tyne Order] had 
stated that the evidence of Henry Francis 
Berry, Byker Street, Walker; Thomas 
Messer Sturgess, 5 Nicholas Buildings, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; Dr. Robert Pittills 
Dawson, Walbeck Road West, Walker, 
was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that their attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been 
instru ted to move that the said H. F. 
Berry, T. M. Sturgess, and R. P. Dawson 
do attend the said Committee To-morrow, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Henry Francis Berry, 
Thomas Messer Sturgess, and Robert 
Pittills Dawson do attend the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills To-morrow, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 


Mr. Acc-GarpNER reported from the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills; 
That the parties opposing the Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) 
Bill [Newcastle-upon-Tyne Order] had 
stated that the evidence of Thomas Carr, 
Engineer, Willow Terrace, Walker ; James 
Tait, Foreman Carpenter, 114, Welbeck 
Road, Walker, and Alexander M‘Bay, 
Foreman Rivetter, 11, Welbeck Road, 
Walker, was essential to their case; and, 
it having been proved that their attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Thomas 
Carr, James Tait, and Alexander M‘Bay 
do attend the said Committeg To-morrow, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
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Ordered, That Thomas Carr, James 
Tait, and Alexander M‘Bay do attend the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills 
To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—-Motherwell 
and Bellshill Railway (Abandonment) 
Order Confirmation Bill; North British 
Railway (General Powers) Order Con- 
firmation Bill ; Paisley District Tramways 
Order Confirmation Bill; without 
Amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Leith 
Burgh Order Confirmation Bill; Crystal 
Palace District Gas Bill, with an Amend- 
ment. 


Wolverhampton Corporation Bill; 
Great Central Railway Bill; Plymouth 
Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


to—Derbyshire and 
Power Bill 
[Lords]; Preston Corporation Water Bill 
[Lords]; Shipley Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords]; Leicestershire and Warwick- 
shire Electric Power Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to consolidate enactments 
relating to Open Spaces.” [Open Spaces 
Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Law relating to the Reserve 
Forces. [Reserve Forces Rill [Lords.] 


Amendments 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Scotch Education Department, under the 
Education (Scotland) Act, 1878, to enable 


the School Board of the Burgh of Edin- | 
burgh to put in force the Lands Clauses | 


Acts.” [Scotch Education Department 
Provisional Order Confirmation (Kdin- 
burgh) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 


by the Board of Trade, under The Tram- | 


ways Act, 1870, relating 
Auckland, Shildon, and Spennymoor 
Tramways, Dewsbury Corporation Tram- 
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| Trustees of Sir Humphrey Francis de 
Traiford’s Settled Estates so as to enable 
_ them to purchase his Life Interest in the 
| Settled Estates, and for vesting Life 
interest in such Trustees; and for other 
purposes.” [De Trafford Estate Bill 
[Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to authorise the Urban District Council 
of Ilford, in the county of Essex, to carry 
| out street improvements ; to make further 


| provision for the improvement, health, 
'local government, and finance of the 
| district ; and for other purposes.” [Ilford 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords.] 


ways, Kast Ham Urban District Council | 


Tramways, Ossett Corporation Tram- | 
ways, Sunderland Corporation Tramway, | 


and West Ham Corporation Tramways.” 
[Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill {Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to con- | 


frm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to Wishaw Corpora- 
tion.” [Wishaw Corporation Order 
Confirmation B:ll [Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 


Act, 1899, relating to Airdrie Corporation 
Gas.” [Airdrie Corporation Gas Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
drivate Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Burgh of 
Govan.” Govan Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘An Act to con- 
frm a Provisional Order under The 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 


Act, 1899, relating to the Caledonian 
Railway.” [Caledonian Railway Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled ‘‘ An Act to con- 
frm a Provisional Order, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 


Act, 1899, relating to the Glasgow and | 


South Western Railway.” [Glasgow and 


South Western Railway Order Confirma- | 


tion’ Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to en- 


arge the powers of Investment of the 





Scotch Education Department Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (Edinburgh) 
| Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 
252.) 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
253.] 


Wishaw Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill[Lords]. To be considered upon 
Wednesday. 


Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Confir- 
mation Bill [Lords]. To be considered 
upon Wednesday. 


Govan Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill[Lords]. Read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 12th 
July, and to be printed. [Bill 254.] 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill[Lords]. Read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
12th July, and to be printed. [Bill 255.] 


Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 12th July, and to be 
printed. [Bill 256.] 


De Trafford Estate Bill [Lords]; Ilford 
Urban District Council Bill[Lords]. Read 
the first time; and ref2rred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
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PETITIONS. 


LICENSING B{LL. 

Petitions against; from Acaster Mal- 
bis; Addlestone; Alnmouth; Althorpe ; 
Ashbourne; Ashton under Lyne; Ash- 
water; Aughton; Aylsham; Barnsley ; 
Bassalleg ; Bawdeswvell; Belton; Bishop 
Auckland; Bishop Monkton; Bishop’s 
Nympton; Blackfordby ; Boroughbridge ; 
Borth; Briston; Bromley; Carlisle; 
Castleton (two); Chertsey; Church 
Gresley ; Colby; Corringham; Cromer; 
Denbigh Head ; Dogmaels; Drinkstone ; 
East Dulwich; Edmonton; Enfield; 
Forest Hill; Glaisdale End ; Grafton cum 


Marton; Gregilt; Gunthorpe; Gun- 
walloe; Hampsthwaite ; Hartlepool 
(two); Hartshorne; Haverfordwest ; 
Haxey ; Hickling; Higham Ferrers ; 


Hull (two); Killinghal!; Kingston upon 
Hull ; Leicester ; Levenshulme ; Llangwn ; 
Loughton; Luddington; Lytham (two) ; 
Manor Park; Marloes; Masbro’; Mer- 
lin’s Bridge; Merthyr; Milford Haven; 
Minskip, Staveley, and Aldborough ; 
Mundesley; Newton Longville; North 
Walsham ; Norwich ; Norwich, North 
Walsham, and Cromer (five) ; Overstrand ; 
Owston; Plymouth; Ponsanooth ; Reep- 
ham; Rhondda Fawr; Ripon (two); 
Roch; Rochdale; Salhouse; Seven 
Kines; Sheffield; South Repps; South 
Wales; Swallow Nest; Swadlincote; 
Swanton; Tostoch ; Tottenham ; Treeton ; 
Walton on Thames; Whitland; Willes- 
den Green; Wishaw; Wolverhampton 
(two); Wombourne; Woodville; and 
Wroot; to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petition from Glendale, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Chief 
Inspector for 1903, Part I., Reports [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Copy presented. of Census Returns of 
British South Africa [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
co ; 


Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to Affairs in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Copy presented, of Return showing the 
population, valuation, the average assess- 
ment levied under The Education (Scot- 
land) Act, 1872, for the three years 
1900-1901 to 1902-3 in each parish, and 
the total raised from each local govern- 
ment district, together with calculations 
showing the amount which would be 
raised from each parish if the total 
assessment so raised from each local 
government district were imposed as a 
district rate upon parishes on the basis 
of (1) valuation alone, and (2) half on 
valuation and half on population [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Copy presented, of Twenty - ninth 
Annual Report (for 1903-4), with Appen- 
dices [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 238.] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
ND). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 
land appointing the places at which 
Exa:ninations shall be held for 1904 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Treland 
determining the number of Centre Super- 
intendents to be appointed for the Ex- 
aminations, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners 
of the Admiralty for the year 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No 
3201 [by Command]; to lie upan the 
Table. 
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445 Questions. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
5) Bill”"—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Postal Facilities in County Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he will 
arrange for daily delivery of letters in 
the townlands of Readrinagh, Knock- 
doorah, Meentogues, Stagmount, Gort- 
naglah, and Connearazh, between Head- 
fort and Rathmore, county Kerry, seeing 
that the district is thickly populated and 
includes two schools. 


(Answered by Lord Stan’ey.) Inquiry 
is being made on the subject. When it 
is completed I will acquaint the hon. 
Member with the result. 


Carriage of Parcels from Tynan (County 
Armagh) to Glasgow. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
Great Northern Railway Company (Ire- 
land) decline to forward parcels leaving 
Tynan, county Armagh, at 6.18 p.m., to 
Glaszow by the Ardrossan boat leaving 
Belfast at 9.30, unless advised by telegram 
of their despatch and the payment of 
one shilling extra; and if he can take 
any steps to protect the traders of the | 
county from this charge. 


** (Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Board of Trade have co.nmunicated with 
the Great Northern Railway of Ireland 
on the subject of the Question, and I 
have directed that a copy of the reply 
received from the company shall be 
forwarded to the hon. Member. 


Steamer ‘‘ Allanton”’ confiscated by 
Russians at Vladivostock. 


CoLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
proposes to take any action in the case | 
of the steamer “ Allanton,” confiscated | 
by Russian authorities at Vladivostock. 
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(Answered ly Earl Percy.) His 
Majesty’s Government are in communica- 
tion on the subject with His Majesty’s 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg, who has 
asked to be supplied with an official state- 
ment of the grounds of condemnation. 
They understand that the owner of the 
vessel has taken steps to lodge an appeal, 
for which a month’s time is allowed, to 
the Supreme Prize Court, which will sit 
at St. Petersburg, and in these circum- 
stances His Majesty’s Government must 
await the decision of that tribunal before 
deciding what, if any, representation 
they can properly address to the Russian 
Government when the full facts of the 
case are before them. 


Qu-sitons. 


Observance of Sunday in the Royal Navy. 

Sim MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether orders were given 
to the Mediterranean Fleet, or part of it, 
to proceed to sea on Sunday the 5th 
June, to carry out a torpedo attack that 
day; and, if so, whether the Lords of 
the Admiralty will give directions to all 
Admirals in Command for the due ob- 
servance of the King’s Regulations, that 
a ship’s company is not to be employed 
on Sundays in any work or duty other 
than that which the public service may 
absolutely require. 


(Answered ly Mr. Pretyman.) Certain 
vessels of the Mediterranean Fleet, acting 
under the orders of the Rear Admiral 
Commanding the Mediterranean Cruisers, 
le't Gibraltar at 6 p.m. on Sunday 5th 
June, with a view to carrying out certain 
strategical exercises during the night, 
and the morning of 6th June. It is not 
known whether any special reason existed 
for this date having been selected, but 
attention will be called to the desira- 
bility of a close adherence to the pro- 
visions of Article 667 of the King’s 
Rezulations and Admiralty Instructions, 
whenever the conditions of the service 
admit of it. 


Refusal to Sanction Loan for Purchase 
of Land for Allotments at Gosberton. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board, whether he 
will state the grounds upon which the 


' Local Government Board have refused 
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their sanction to the parish council of | 
Gosberton obtaining a loan to defray 
the cost of buying lands for allotments. 


Qucstions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Parish 
councils are not empowered to purchase 
land for allotments, although they can 
hire it. I had, therefore, no alternative 
but to decline to sanction the loan | 
desired by the Gosberton Parish Council, 
but I suggested that the matter might 
be brought before the rural district 
council, by whom land can be purchased 
for allotment purposes. 


Accidents with Covered Vans—Infringe- 
ment of new By-law. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state how the number of accidents 
with covered vans for the month of May 
last compares with the corresponding 
month last year; and will he say how 
many summonses have been taken out 
by the police for infringement of the 
London County Council new by-law. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The number of accidents with 
covered vans known to the police to 
have occurred within the Metropolitan 
police district during the month of May 
last was 101, of which three had fatal 
results. In the previous May the number 
was 118, one being fatal. The London 
County Council are proposing to amend 
the by-law relating to covered vans, 
and have submitted a new draft which I 
have approved provisionally. In the 
meantime, the police, though warning 
owners and drivers in cases where the | 
by-law is not being complied with, are 
not seek'ng to enforce it by means of 
legal proceedings. 


Value of Licensed Premises. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department what is the average 
annual value of the 1869 beer licensed 
houses ; also, whether he will state the 
number of fully on-licensed houses other 
than the 1869 beerhouses whose average 
annual value is below £50. 


(Answered ly Mr. Secretary Akers-- 
Douglas.) I have no means of distin- | 
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guishing the “ ante-’69”’ beerhouses from 
other bezrhouses,and am unable, therefore, 
to give the average annual value of the 
former. The number of fully on-licensed 
houses of an annual value of less than 


£50 appears, from Papers which I have 


laid before Parliament in connection with 
the Bill, to be 34,535. 


Assessment of Income-Tax on Contribu- 
tions to the British Cotton Growing 
Association. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
income-tax is charged on contributions 
made by firms in the cotton trade to the 
British Cotton Growing Association; 
whether, seeing that such contributions 
are wholly and exclusively laid out or 
expended for the purposes of such trade, 
he will give instructions that such con- 
tributions shall not in future be assessed 
for income-tax. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I find on inquiry that the Board of Inland 
Revenue have no knowledge of the assess- 
ments referred to in the Question. If 
such assessments have been made, their 
legality could only be definitely decided 
by an appeal to the High Court from the 
district Commissione:s of Taxes; but it 
may be convenient that I should point 
out that, in the analogous case of con- 
tributions by a colliery company to a 
coalowners’ association, the Courts have 
held that the subscription is not money 
laid out for the purposes of trade, and is 
not therefore admissible as a deduction 


from the profits of the company for 


purposes of assessment to income-tax 
(vide Rhymney Iron Company, Limited, ». 
Fowler, 2 Q. B. 79 (1896). I have, in any 
case, no authority to give such instruc- 
tions as ths hon. Member suggests, and 
no power to enforce them. 


Epidemic at Ballynaclosha— National 
School Teacher's Salary. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the special 
circumstances of Mr. Lavelle, Bally- 
naclosha National School, Armagh ; and 
whether, seeing that his salary for the 
years 1898 and 1899 was, owing to 
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epidemic, far below what it was before, 
special consideration will be given to his 
case by substituting other years for those 
in which the epidemic occurred. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
average income for the three years ended 
3ist March, 1900, was taken as the basis 
in fixing the consolidated salaries of all 
teachers, and the substitution in the 
calculation of any year previous to 1898 
was not permissible. Cases, however, in 
which the rule as to the average income 
for the three years ended 31st March, 1900, 
was found to work inequitably, received 
special consideration. Mr. T.avelle’s case 
was most carefully investigated in con- 
nection with a special report from the 
senior inspector of the circuit, but the 
circumstances did not warrant a departure 
from the general rules applicable to all 
teachers. 


Sales on the King Harman (Kenagh) 
Estate. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many of the 
sales of houses on the King Harman 
(Kenagh) Estate in the village of Kenagh 
have been sanctioned by the Estates 
(ommisioners; whether any effort is 
being made to see that these bargains are 
not of such a character as will be of 
little use to the tenants for reduction 
purposes in the future; ani will an 
nspection be made in these cases. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No ad- 
vances have yet been sanctioned. Appli- 
cations for advances in respect of village 
plots have been received. These plots 
have been inspected, and any advances 
that ray be made will be of such amounts 
as in the opinion of the Commissioners 
are adequately secured. 


Peat Factory Experiments in Ireland. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To as‘ the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state what success 
has attended the effort to establish a peat 
factory at Inny Junction, county West- 
meath; and will the experiment be 
extended to other centres. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
peat experiments at Inny Junction have 
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not been in prozress for asufficient length 
of time to enable the Department to state 
whether they are likely to prove a success. 
It would be premature to consider the 
question of the extension of the experi- 
ment to other parts of Ireland until 
alequate information is available in 
regard to the result of the experiment 
now in progress. 


Questions. 


Gas from Peat. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state if the at- 
tention of the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction in Ireland has 
been called to the success of the experi- 
ments of peat produced gas at Dumfries 
and also at Northampton; and whether, 
as there are large quantities of un- 
productive bog in Ireland in which this 
fuel could be obtained, the attention of 
the Department will be directed to the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mir. Wyndham.) An 
officer of the Department visited the peat 
works at Dimfries last year, but did not 
learn that the production of gas had 
been a success. The Department has no 
knowledge of the result of the experiment 
at Northampton, but will make inquiries 
on the subject. 


Condition of Fishing Industry on the 
South East Coast of Ireland. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is in a 
position to state the result of his inquiries 
into the condition of the fishing industry 
on the south east coast of Ireland, and 
what he proposes to do for the assistanc» 
of that industry. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) If the 
hon. Baronet will repeat the Question on 
Monday next I hope to be then in a 
position to make 2 statement in tbe 
matter. 


Salaries of Irish School Teachers. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the principal teacher of a boys’ 
school in county Down, Circuit 9, Section 
C, District 19, Roll No. 1950, is trained 
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and in the first Civision of second class; | Irish Evicted Tenants—Application of 
that he has been granted his training Mr. George Ward for Reinstatement. 
diplona; that the averaze for th> last Mr. HUGH LAW (Lonezal, W.): To 
quarter was sixty; that he has beenthree as the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
years in the service of the National Board; tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
that he got the reports fair, fair, and Commissioners have received an applica- 
good ; that increments have been awarded | tion from Mr. George Ward, Tuberkeen, 
on similar reports; that under the old Dungloe, county Donegal, for re-instate- 
system with his present average of fifty- ment in the farm from which he was 
five he would have a salary (exclusive of evicted; whether the estate upon which 
capitation) of £82 16s., consisting of class his former holding is situated is in the 
salary £52 16s., and results fees £30; and Land Judge’s Court, or has been offered 
that his present salary is £56; and, if so, for sale to the Estates Commissioners or 
whether, in view of the fact that he to the Congested Districts Board; and 
entered a training college before the in- Whether, in event of a sale of the estate, 
troduction of the new system, the Com- the reinstatement of Ward will be 
missioners will increase his present salary favourably considered. 
to what it would have been under the 
old system. (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) An 
application for reinstatement has been 


(Answered ty Mr. Wyndham.) The received from G. Ward, and will be con- 
principal teacher of the school in question sidered, The Estates Commissioners 
entered the service of the Board for the have received no application in res 
first time on 23rd July, 1900, and accord- of the sale of the estate. It was offered 
ingly came under the rules then in force. - ms yrs Districts resi but the 
He has no claim for special consideration — Pate ed not to ae . The 
under the rules in force prior to that date. ee get Cot not sppear to be in the Land 
Under Rule 194 (c) he ranks’ as in third °"UC8°S our. 


grade only. He is paid salary according ; ; 
to the scale laid down for that grade, viz., Valuation of Mr. O’Donnell’s Lands 
= at Annascaul. 


£56 per annun. The teacher was trainel i igen : ah 

during the session 1898-1900, but the MR. THOMAS O'DONNELL : To ask 

privileges embodied in Rule 200 III. refer the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 


to persons who were trained during the ‘paar a : 
session 1899-1900 and were recognised as C°™missioners of Valuation made a mis- 
teachers before entering the collece. His take in increasing the valuation of the 
claim to an increment of continued good lands of Mr. M. O Donnell, Annaseaul, 
service salary will be considered this year. County Kerry, by £5, while they decreased 
, : the valuation of his neighbour by a 
similar amount, and that Mr. O’Donnell 
: ton was thus compelled to pay in rates 
Burial Ground at Leixlip. £1 13s. 9d. ave the isulete of a 
Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Toask the Government Department; and, if so, 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant whether steps will be immediately taken 
of Ireland if additional burial grounds to have this sum refunded to him. 
are needed in Leixlip; and if land can 
be acquired there either to increase exist- (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There 
ing burial grounds or for new ones. is no occupier of land named M. 
O’ Donnell entered in the valuation lists 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No for the townland in which the villaze of 
representations have been made to the Annascaul is situated. Possibly the 
Local Government Board on the subject, | holding entered in the lists as occupied by 
asia te Sia east ance Onl ila his “an for |Thomas O’Donnell, in the townland of 


additional burial ground accommodation | Dromavally, is referred Men is was pani 

ape a auate of a large Rundale holding which was 
at Leixlip. The matter is one for the | jiyided in 1900 and 1903. The valua- 
consideration of the local authority in the | tions allotted to the various holders in 


first instance. these yeais were not appealed against, 
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either by him or by any of the other 
occupiers. A further division and applot- 
ment was asked for and made in 1904, 
the effect of which was to reduce the 
valuation of O’Donnell’s farm, which 
consists of eight separate lots, by £5. Tf 
O'Donnell objected to the former applot- 
ment he should have ava'led himself of 
his statutory right of appeal to the 
Co missioner of Valuation and the Court 
of quarter sessions. There is no power 
now to re-open the case as suggested. 


Colours of Militia Regiments that served 
in South Africa. 

Mr. EMMOTT: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, seeing that 
Militia reziments which have served 
abroad during wars previous to the South 
African War have had the name of the 
country in which they served added to 
their colours, it has yet been decided to 
allow Militia regiments which served in 
the South African War to add South 
Africa to their colours. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Iam not at present in a posi- 
tion to give the hon. Member a reply 
to his Question, but ] hope to be able to 
do so shortly. 


Malta Government Balance-Sheet. 

Mr.BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for theColonies whether 
in the estimate that the Maltese Govern- 
ment had also to its credit on the 29th of 
February last the net surplus brought 
forward from the year 1902-3, viz.: 
£19.416, the item of £22,939 19s. 10?d., 
which is set out in the debtor side of the 
Treasury Account, is referred to ; whether, 
in the statement of expenditure for the 
period at £363,279, the ordinary and 
special advances and waterworks depurt- 
nent stores, which together amount to 
£18,852, are included; and whether he 
will supply a copy of the balance-sheet 
issued on 29th February and of the state- 
ments which accompanied it. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte’ton.) 
The net surplus of revenue over expendi- 
ture for the year 1902-3, viz.: £19,416, 
is included in the item of £22,939 to 
Which the hon. Member refers. Conse- 
quently, if the Colonial Government had 
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had to sell all its investments in Imperial 
and Colonial Funds on the 29th February 
tne surplus after meeting its liabilities in 
respect of depreciation would have been 
£12,780, 7.e. the difference between the 
excess of revenue over expenditure for 
the periol to the 29th February, viz. : 
£48,385, and the net deficit on the invest- 
ments, 2.e. £35,605, and I desire to 
correct my reply of the 28th June to 
this extent. The ordinary and special 
alvances and waterworks department 
stores are not included in the expenditure 
account of £363,279 to which the hon. 
Member refers. A copy of the Gazette 
containing a copy of the balance-sheet a3 
on the 29th February and of the state- 
ments which accompanie 1 it, is enclosed. 


Questions. 


Census of the Transvaal. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
now give a summary of the recent census 
in the Transvaal showing the following 
particulars :—number of each sex above 
the azeof sixteenof Dutch and English race 
in Pretoria, Johannesburg, and the district 
outside respectively; the like figures of 
those under sixteen ; and the total figures 
of natives of each sex above sixteen in 
Pretoria, Johannesburg, and the district 
outside rospectively. 


(Answered ly Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The census figures will be published to 
Parliament this week. They do not dis- 
tinguish persons of Dutch and English 
race, but only differentiate between 
European or white and natives and other 
coloured persons. This is the practice 
which has been followed elsewhere in 
South Africa in taking the census. 


The Transvaal Legislative Council. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
will give the names of the members of 
the Transvaal Legislative Council, men- 
tioning the official positions occupied by 
sone of them and th» professions or avo- 
cations of the others, distinguishing those 
nominated by the High Co nmissioner 
from those elected, stating by whom they 
are el cted and also when the life of the 
present Council expires. 


| \ 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte’ton.) 
The annexed list shows the composition 
of the Legislative Council of the Trans- 
vaal so far as my information goes. Ido 
not know the avocations of five members 
who were appointed as representing the 
various sections of the Boer population. 
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the working classes. I believe that there 
are now three vacancies caused by the 
trans‘er of inembers who held office. The 
seven first-named members are so by 
virtue of their office. The others are 
appointed individually by the Crown, and 
in nearly every case their appointments 


Nor do I know the avocation of Mr.|expire in May, 1905. There are no 
Raitt, who was appointed to represent ' elected members. 
List of Members composing the Legislative Council. . 





Name. 


The Hon. Sir Arthur eal K.C.M.G. 
Sir Richard Solomon, K.C.M.G. 

Patrick Duncan 

Sir Godfrey Yeatman Lagden, K.C.M.G. 
W. L. Hitchens : 
Horace Weldon 

A. Jameson . 

J. F. Brown. ‘ 

Dr. G. Turner 

J. W. Honey 

Lieut.-Col. H. M. Jackson, RE. 

F. B. Smith . 

Fabian Ware 

EK. F. Bourke 

J. C. Brink 

A. P. J. Cronje 

J. Z. de Villiers 

T. Everard 

Sir G. Farrar, Kt., “D.8.0. ‘ 

Sir J. P. Fitzpatrick, Kt... 

W. Hosken . ; 

H. C. Hull : 

R. K. Loveday. . 

A. S. Rait. 

P. Roux. 

H. Solomon . : , ‘ 
H. P. F. Janse van rR tensburg 


Official Pesition or Avocation. 


Lieutenant Governor. 
Attorney-General. 

Colonial Secretary. 
Commissioner for Native Affairs. 
Colonial Treasurer. 

Acting Commissioner of Mines. 
Commissioner of Lan(s. 
Postmaster-General. 

Medical Officer of Health for Transvaal. 
Director of Customs. 
Surveyor-General. 

Director of Agriculture. 
Director of Education. 
Merchant. 


Farmer. 

Mining Director. 
Mining Director. 
Merchant. 
Solicitor. 


. Landowner. 


Stockbroker. 





Resignation of Sir Charles Eliot— 
Suggested Committee of Inquiry. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if the Government 
intend to appoint a Committee or Com- 
mission to investigate the causes of Sir 
Charles Eliot’s resignation in East 
Africa. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) There 


seems no reason to adopt the exceptional 
method proposed. The hon. Member 
will soon have the Papers in his hands, 


when [ think he will come to the same 
conclusion. 


Native Labour in the Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he can state 
the number of coloured persons employed 
on the last day of March, April, and 
May of this year in the Transvaal gold 
mines, calculated on the same basis as 
the Return given by him on 26th May 
last, distinguishing between those in 





employ and at work. 
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+(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) , fourth part is not understood. There is 


Transvaal Gold Mines. 


Coloured persons on last 
day of each month. 


In employ. At work. 
March, 1904 . 79,569 73,667 
April ,, 78,825 73,246 


May _,,_ (Official Return of Mines 
Department with these 


figures not yet received). 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Flogging in the Navy. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will explain why, 
although the cat, as an instrument of 
flogging, has been abolished in the Army, 
it has only been suspended in the Navy 
by an order of the Admiralty ; will he 
state why the British seaman is still 
subject to flogging in naval prisons ; and 
whether, on land or sea, cats are part of 
the equipment of the naval prisons; and, 
seeing that the statutory rules and orders 
as to discipline in naval prisons 
authorises the infliction of thirty-six 
lashes or strokes with the cat or birch in 
the case of a prisoner over eighteen years 
of age; he will say whether any steps 
will be taken for the abolition of this 
punishment in the Royal Navy. 


Tue SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Flogging with cat o’ nine tails 
was suspended by an order of the Board 
of Admiralty in 1881. When the Naval 
Discipline Act was amended in 1884, the 
power of awarding this punishment was 
not abolished but remained merely sus- 
pended. There has been no amendment 
of the Naval Discipline Act since then 
and it isnot likely that legislation would 
be obtained for this reason only. The 
rules governing the award of this punish- 
ment in the Naval Prison Regulations 
are practically identical with those con- 
tained in the statutory rules and orders 
for local prisons. The answer to the third 
part of the Question is ‘Yes.’ The 


no intention so far as I am aware of 


abolishing corporal punishment in the 


naval prisons. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then I take 


it that the cat is part of the necessary 


equipment of ships of war and training 
ships. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: That was not the 
Question addressed to me. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is it part 
of the equipment of naval prisons ashore 


and afloat ? 


| To be substituted for Answer previously 


printed and cireulated. 


' 


Mr. PRETYMAN : There are no naval 
prisons afloat 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Seeing that 
the cat has been abolished in the 
Army why retain it for the Navy ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Volunteers in Camp. 

Strr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if there isa record that 
in a brigade of Volunteers encamped in 
1900 on Salisbury Plain 90 per cent. 
went home in consequence of three days’ 
rain; and, if so, will he state the name of 
the brigadier, and what regiments con- 
stituted the brigade, and who were their 
respective commanding officers and 
adjutants, and further by what means, 
being then under military law, such 
Volunteers were able to leave the camp. 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I can find no trace in any official 
record of any such incident as that re- 
ferred to in the Question. If it occurred 
it is not creditable to the brigade con- 
cerned. I may perhaps add that un- 
willingness to face hardship or to 
incur discomfort is certainly not char- 
acteristic of the Volunteer I'orce—a fact 
to which I can bear personal testimony, 
and which I believe all those who have 
been officially connected with the train- 
ing of Volunteers will readily contirm. 

Chinese Labour in the Transvaal 
—Recruitment at Canton. 
HERBERT SAMUEL 


Cleveland): I beg to ask 


(York- 
the 


Me. 
shire, 
ol 9 
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Questions. 


I do not think it necessary to 
| telegraph to Lord Milner on the subject. 


recent Anglo- Chinese Convention r2quires 


that indentured enigrants from China 
shall be embarked only at a treaty port, 
the embarkation at Hong-kong of coolies 
on the steamship “ Tweeddale ” was a con- 
travention of this treaty; whether the 
Chinese Viceroy at Canton has forbidden 
the recruitment of any more coolies for 
the Transvaal; and, if so, whether his 
action was taken as a protest against the 
infraction of the treaty. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
rHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyvtrerrov, | 
Warwick and Leamington): The —- 
Chinese Convention does not apply t 
Hong-kong, which is not a treaty port, | 
and there has been no contravention of 
the treaty. It is true that about two 
months ago the Viceroy of Canton issued 
a proclamation declaring recruiting for 
South Africa in that district illegal. His 
Majesty’s Minister at Teking has made 
representations to the foreign board, and 
they have requested the Viceroy to with- 
draw the prohibition. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Was the 
prohibition due to the fact that the) 
Chinese authorities considered there had | 
been a contravention of the Treaty ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Number of Chinese already in 
Sout frica. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
{ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he can now state the 
total number of men, the total number 
women, and the _ total 
children of Chinese extraction who have 


arrived in South Africa under the Trans- | 


vaal Labour Ordinance; and, if not, 
whether he will telegraph to Lord Milner | 
for these facts by cable. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I informed the | 
hon. Member for the Cleveland Division | 
on the 7th of last month? that none of 
the emigrants who have come from | 
Hong-kong had taken their families with | 
them. The number of men is just over 
1,000, according to the hewspaper tele- 


ry On (4) D bates, CXXXv, 923. 


number of | 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Did any 
women or children accompany the second 
batch of coolies ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON asked for notice of 
the Question. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): May [ ask whether 
these particular coolies were recruited 
under the early advertisement, in which 
no mention was made of the fact that 
| they might take their wives and children, 





| Mr. LYTTELTON: My information 
° | is that they were fully informed before 
| embarkation that they had a richt to 
take their families with them. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Thn can the 
right hon. Gentleman give any reason 
why no women and children did accom- 
pany them ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Treatment of Chinese Coolies at Durban. 
Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I 





beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he can 
now state by whose authority, and 


lunder what legal sanction, the Chinese 
labourers recently landed at Durban 
‘in Natal were confined in  com- 
| pounds, and locked in railway carriages, 
| guarded by special police; by whose 
orders the police were detailed for this 
duty; and at whose charge they were 
mainta‘ne’ on this special duty ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON; I am informed 
iby the Acting-Governor of Natal that 
'the Chinese were not placed in guarded 
/compounds; they were conveyed straight 
‘from the ship to the train wh'ch took 
|them to the Transvaal. I am to receive 
|a report on the circumstances of the 
landing an1 despatch of these labourers 
| by mail. 


I have already twice 
'askel this Question an1 obtained no 
| Answer. I want to know under what 
| Act, by what sanction of law, this con- 
‘finement wes done, and I respectfully 
press for an Answer. 


| Masor SEELY: 


the 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: I have already 
answered that there was not a confine- 
ment. 


Mayor SEELY: There is no doubt 
that there was a confinement. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
not in order to debate the Question. 


Mason SEELY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state whether the labourers 
were locked in carriages, which is a de- 
privation of liberty ? 


It is 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that 
the right hon. Gentleman has already 
answered the Question “whether he can 
now state by whose authority and under 
what legal sanction the Chinese labourers 
recently landed at Durban in Natal were 
confined in compounds.” 


SEVERAL Opposirion Members 
Ant locked in railway carriaces. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have already 
said there was no confinement in com- 
pounds. I have no information with 
regard to the carriazes; but, as I have 
stated on more than one occasion, I am 
to receive a report on the subject. 


Mason SEELY: 
be communicated to the House by cable ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not the 
slightest reason to believe that the Natal 
Government have done anything con- 
trary to the law. 1 do not propose to 
satisfy myself, except in the manner I 
have already indicated. 


Terms of the Chinese Labour Contract. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the form of contract 
signed by the Chinese labourers before 
importation to the Transvaal contains 
any reference to their right to the trans- 
port of their wives and children to that 
country, to the obligation to work for ten 
hours per diem underground, and to 
their obligation to be confined in a com- 
pound during their term of servitude ; 
whetner a copy of the form of contract 
is in the possession of the Colonial 


Service; if so, whether he will lay it, 
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upon the Table of the House; and, if 
not, whether he will at once telegraph to 
the Governor of Hong-kong to transmit 
by cable the form of contract, and lay it 
upon the Table of the House on its receipt. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The form of the 
contract signed by the Chinese labourers 
was, I understand, that printed at pages 
28-32 of Cd. 2026. 


No Close Time for Ohinese Coolies. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 


'of State for the Colonies whether there 


is any close time for the admission 
of Chinese labourers into the Trans- 
vaal; and whether any limit is to 


be placed upon the number to be almitted. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : No close time has 
been fixed by the Government nor has 
any limit at present been placed on the 
number to be admitted. 


Embarkation of Coolies at Hong-kong. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Chinese labourers, 
who were embarked for South Africa at 
the British port of Hong-kong, are ex- 
cluded from the purview of the recent 
Anglo-Chinese Convention, and from the 
protection it would afford, for the reason 
that the Convention applies only to 
labourers embarked at Chinese treaty 
ports. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Convention 
cannot of course apply to Hong-kong 
which is not a treaty port but a British 
Colony. Labourers leaving Hong-kong 
are protectel not by the treaty but by 
the Colonial law and administration. 


Debarkation of Coolies from the 
‘* Tweeddale.” 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that when the ss 
“Tweeddale” arrived in Durban Harbour 
on Saturday, 18th June, a floating cordon 
of pontoons containing police with loaded 
rifles surrounded her, police with loaded 
rifles paraded her decks and the wharves, 
the coolies were photographed and regis- 
tered under armed supervision, and en- 
trained for Johannesburg under armed 
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military escort; and whether he will ask | Mason SEELY: The Answer, though 


Lord Milner for a report on these pro- | fon ewhat discourteous, does not cover 

ceedings by cable. | | the Question whether in point of fact such 

| persons were landed, and, if so, whether 

Mr. LYTTELTON : I am expecting to | the penalties were inflicted. 

receive by mail a report on the circum- | 

stances of the arrival of these coolies,| Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member 

and I do not propose to telegraph. ‘is aware that the Natal Government 

_. | have, as a self-governing colony, Minis- 

' Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the right ters who are the judges on this point— 

hon. Gentleman lay the despatch when | subject to the hon. Member. The Natal 


received ? | Ministers say that there has not been an 
‘infraction of the Natal law. [Opposition 
{ [The Answer was inaudible. ] | cries of ‘“‘Why ?’’] I presume the reason 


‘must be that they are satisfied that 
Natal Act (Immigration) 1903—Alleged | beri-beri is not a contagious disease. 
Infraction by the “Tweeddale.” | 
Magor SEELY: I beg to ask  Magor SEELY: With great respect 
the President of the Board of Trade may I point out that it is not denied 
whether he is aware that by the that it is a loathsome disease ? 
provisions of the Natal Act, Immigration | 
(restricted), 1903, the master and owners) *Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
of any vessel, from which any person is not satisfied he must put down a more 
suffering froma loathsome ora dangerous specific Question. The Answer given to the 
contagious disease may be landed, are Question on the Paper is that, according 
liable to a penalty of from £100 to to the right hon. Gentleman’s knowledge 
£5,000; whether the master or owners of and information, no breach of the law 
the British ship ‘“« Tweeddale,” from which | has been committed in Natal. 
immigrants suffering from beri-beri were 
landed at Durban, have been subjected Beri-beri on the ‘‘ Tweeddale.” 
to the penalties referred to; and whether grr WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
he will take steps to warn the masters J]keston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
and owners of British ships of the State for the Colonies whether, in view 
penalties to which they are liable for of the fact that forty-three cases of beri- 
any infringement of the provisions of the | per; developed on board the “ Tweeddale ” 
above Act while engaging in th’s traffic. during the voyage from China to Durban, 
that she was sent back to China with the 
Mr. LYTTELTON: Ihave telegraphed surviving cases, thirty-five in number, 
for information to the Officer Administer- and that beri-beri is a malady which 
ing the Government of Natal and have infects a ship or place in which cases of 
received the following answer :—‘“ My | the disease are collected, he will take steps 
Ministers suggest that you give following to have this ship discharged from the 
reply to Question. Pegins—‘It is the service of bringing Chinese coolies to 
custom in Natal to subject persons to South Africa. 
pena!ties after they have broken the law, 
not before. The “Tweeddale’’ did not Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no reason 
infringe the Immigration Restriction Act. to doubt that the Transvaal emigration 
No British ships are liable to penalties agent at the port of embarkment will 
for engaging in this traffic—namely, the take any steps which are necessary in 
conveyance of Chinese immigrants under | the matter. He has full power to obtain 
a scheme approved by the Government medical advice for his guidance in such 
of Natal. Both shipmasters and Trans- matters. 
vaal Government have been duly in- | 
formed of our law and of the require- | Telegrams to Lord Milner. 
ments thereunder.’” It will be observed| Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
that the Natal authorities do not consider | Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
beri beri to be a loathsome or danzerous | he will give the number and dates of the 
contagious disease. telegrams he has addressed to Lord 
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Milner, asking for information respecting 
the outbreak of the disease beri-beri 
among the Chinese coolies ; what were the 
dates of the reply or replies from Lord 
Milner; whether he is in a position to 
give any explanation of the delay in the 
receipt of Lord Milner’s reply; and 
whether the text of these telegrams will 
be reproduced in the Blue-book about to 
be issued, 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The telegrams I 
addressed to Lord Milner were sent on the 
93rd, 25th, and 27th of June, I received 
an answer from Lord Milner dated 
28th of June, and two subsequent tele- 
grams dated 30th June. I gave in 
reply to the hon. Member for the Rye 
Division on Thursday last + my explana- 
tion as to the delay and have nothing to 
aldthereto. Iwill include the telegrams 
in the Blue-book to be published this 


week, 


Chinese Exclusion Bill in Cape Colony. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: f beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the assent of the Crown to the 
Chinese Exclusion Bill, to which the 
(rovernor of Cape Colony reserved his 
assent for the cons‘deration of the Crown, 
while that assent was given to all other 
measures passed by the Cape Parliament, 
has yet been given; and, if not, what is 
the reason for the delay in this formality. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sic; the 
authenticated copy of the Bill referred to 
only reached me two days ago. 


Representative Government in South 
rica. 


Mr. LAMBERT : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
any communications have been received 
from the Transvaal or the Orange River 
Colony respecting the grant of repre- 
sentative Government; and whether 
the subject has been considered by 
Ministers; if so, can any statement be 
made as to the date when such repre- 
sentative Government will be granted. 


+ Mr. LYTTELTON : Iam not in a posi- 
tion at present to make any statement 
on the subject. 


b See page 156. 
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Maltese Finance. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the fact that three 
months have elapsed since the close of 
the financial year in Malta, he will under- 
take that a copy of the balance-sheet for 
the year will be available for Members of 
the House before the Vote on the Colonial 
Estimates is taken. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I am communica- 
ting the hon. Member’s Question to the 
Governor of Malta, but pending the receipt 
of his reply, which I am requesting him 
to furnish by telegraph, I am unable to 
state at what date the financial state- 
ments for the year ending the 3lst of 
March last will be ready. 


Mr. BOLAND: I will put a further 
Question next week. 


The Tibetan Mission. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he 
has had information as to the re- 
quest of the Tibetans for an armistice: 
and whether competent negotiators have 
been appointed to settle points of 
difference; and, if so, has the British 
Commander authority to receive and treat 
with such negotiators. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey,Guildford): 
An armistice was granted up to 30th 
June and has been prolonged at the re- 
quest of the Tibetans. The Ta Lama, 
accompanied by representatives of the 
three Lhasa monasteries, has been re~ 
ceived by Colonel Younghusband and is 
now in negotiation with him. It is not yet 
known whether the Ta Lama has author- 
ity to effect an agreement with Colonel 
Younghusband, but in this event the 
British Commissioner has authority to 
treat with him. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): Are 
representatives of the Chinese Govern- 
ment allowed to take part in the negotia- 
tions ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Representatives of 
the Chinese Government have been in 
communication with us throughout, and 





0: course will be associated with us in 


7 | the negotiations. 
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Russo-Japanese War—Seizure of the 
‘*Allanton.” 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): I bez to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
the British steamer ‘“ Allanton,” whilst 
proceeding from Marsran, in Japan, to 
Singapore with a cargo of coals con- 
signed to a British subject, was seized by 
a Russ‘an vessel end taken to Vladivos- 
tock, and has since been condemned there 
as a prize and confiscated; and will he 
state what steps His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to take in order to obtain 
the release of the vessel. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aware of the fact and are in 
communication on the subject with His 
Majesty’s Ambassa‘tor at St. Petersburg, 
who has asked to be suppliel with an 
official statement of the grounds of con- 
demnation. They understand that the 
owner of the vessel has taken steps to 
lodge en appeal, for which a month’s 
time is allowed, to the Supreme Prize 
Court which will sit at St. Petersburg, 
and in these circumstances His Majesty’s 
Government must await the decision of 
that tribunal b-fore decdinz what, 
if any, representation they can properly 
address to the Russian Government when 
the full facts of the case are before them. 


Mr. WOLFF: 


Will the appeal be to 
St. Petersburg ? 


Earn PERCY: Yes. 


Mr. WOLFF: Is nothing being done 
meanwhile to urge the Russian Govern- 
ment to release the vessel 2 


Mr. JOSEPH DILVLIN (Kilkenny,N.) : 
Is there an English representative at 
Vladivostock from whom the owner of 
the vessel may obtain assistance ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Has an appeal been mate ? 


Eart PERCY: The minimum time 
for appeal is, I think, a month; perhaps 
a little longer. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I° the 
captain and crew are confined, how 
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can an appeal be made? It is a very 
serious matter for the owners of this 
Belfast veszel. 


International Maritime Conference at 
Brussels. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will state the grounds 
upon which His Majesty’s Government 
has decide1 to decline to be officially 
represented at the forthcoming Inter- 
national Conference to be held at 
Brussels to promote greater uniformity 
in the laws of the different maritime 
States with respect to collision and 
salvage liabilities. 


Eart PERCY: His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have, in accordance with a long 
established and carefully considered 
policy, ceclinel to be officially repre- 
sented at the Conference on the grounds 
that their participation might be held to 
bind them to cccept its conclusions. 
They will, however, take steps to secure 
full information of the discussions and 
of the decis‘ons arrivel at by the 
Conference. 


Mr. CHARLES McARIHUR: Does 
the Answer imply that a representative 
will be sent, but he will not have power to 
vote ? 


Bart PERCY: We shall probably 
instruct our Minister there to obtain a 
full report of the proceedings. 


Circulation in England of Foreign 
Lottery Circulars. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I bez to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that circular 
letters associatel with lottery drawincs 
conducted by H. Langenhann & Com- 
pany, Bremen, were on the 22n1 June 
last posted at the Western Central District 
Office, London, to persons in the United 
Kingdom ; and, seeing that his attention 
has been directed to similar circulars in 
connection with a lottery at Budapest 
will he state what action he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Eart PERCY: The receipt in this 
country of lottery circulars from the firm 
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in question was recently brought to the 
notice of the 


was consulted on the subject, was of 


opinion that, as the Prussian Diet were | 
considering the adoption of measures to | 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


check the issue of lottery circulars from 


the minor German States, no action on | 


the part of His Majesty’s Government 
was for the present desirable. 


Protection of British Interests at 
iuchwang. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the reportel with- 
drawal of the Russians from Niuchwanz, 
the active operations of brigands in the 
neighbourhood, and the uncertainty as 
to when a Japanese occupat:on will take 
place, also that Niuchwanz is not n-w 
likely to be the scene of naval operations, 
His Majesty’s Government will send a 
gunboat to Niuchwang for the protection 
of the lives and property of Brit’sh sub- 
jects. 


Kart PERCY: His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have no reason to believe that the 
Russians have withdrawn from Niu- 
chwang, but the ‘“ Espi¢gle” has been 
ordered to that port. 


Licensing Bill — Value of Licensed 
Premises Affected. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will state approximately the value of the 
licensed premises to which the Bill before 
the House applies; the maximum capita- 


lisel amount that could be raised by | 
quarter sessions for the purpose of | 


closing specified licensed premises; the 
approximate extra value that would be 
given to the license1 premises rema‘ning 
by the decreased competition and by the 
absolute fixity of tenure secured for a 
long period. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I am 
afraid I 2m no more able now than I was 
afew Cays agof, when the hon.’ Member 


See page 163, 
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Foreign Office. His | 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Berlin, who) 


Axers- | Pres ‘ ; ; 
_ Agriculture, whether he is now in a posi- 


| tion to state on what day this session he 
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asked me the same Question, to give him 
any such figures as he desires. 


Amendment of ere Compensation 
ct. 
Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 


Department whether he is yet in a posi- 
tion to state to what trades the provisions 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
will be extended. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : The Report 
of the Departmental Committee has not 
yet reached me, ani until I get it I can- 
not give the hon. Gentleman the infor- 
mation he desires. 


North Eastern Railway— Unprotected 
Live Rails. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I bez to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that another death 
was causel by the unprotected electric 
live rail on the North Eastern Railway 
at St. Feters, Newcastle-on-Tyne, on 


| Wednesday last; and will he inform the 


House what steps are being taken by the 


| Board of Trade to compel railway com- 


panies owning electric railways to take 
such steps as are necessary to avoid 
further loss of life. 


| THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BA.trour, Leeds, 
Central): The accident referred to, which 
caused death of a boy who had trespassed 
on the line, has been reported to the 
Board of Trade by the railway company. 
| Inquiries have been ordered into the 
circumstances attending two similar pre- 
vious accidents, and this case will also 
'be investigated. When the reports of 
the inspecting officers have been received 
the question of precautionary measures 
will be fully consilered. 


Solway Fishery Bill. 


' Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 


| land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the hon. 


: 
; Member for North Huntingdonshire as re- 


presenting the President of the Board 0° 


proposes to introduce the Solway Fishery 
Bill, which he has stated to be in a for- 


| ward state of preparation. 
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F’ Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey): I am unable for the 
moment to specify the day upon which 
the Solway Fishery Bill will be intro- 
duced, but if my hon. friend will put down 
his Question again in a few days time I 
shall hope to be in a position to give a 
more definite answer. 


Mr, KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Can 
the hon. Gentleman say if it is intended 
to introduce any other legislation this 
session ? 


[No Answer was seturned. | 


Rathmines:Polling District Dispute. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ire- 
land if his attention has been called to 
complaints from the Rathmines Polling 
District of South Dublin to the effect that 
the voters’ requisition forms, provided for 
by statute and distributed by the town 
clerk of Rathmines (in his capacity of 
deputy for the clerk of the peace of Dublin 
County) were in many instances, and to an 
extent calculated to interfere with the dis- 
charce of his duty by the town clerk, taken 
away ‘rom the custody of those residents 
towhom they were issued by unauthorised 
persons, inaccurately filled up and 
returned to the said town clerk; and, if 
_so, whether he proposes to take any, and, 
if so, what action to secure that these 
inaccuracies shal] be corrected and the 


persons entitled, and these only, placed | 


on the supplemental list. 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): My attention has been called to the 
matter mentioned, which has _ been 
referred to the police for investigation. 


Rathmines Commissioners’ Appeal. 
Mr. MOONEY : I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of | 
Ireland if his attention has been called to | 


the delay of the Local Government Board 
in giving their dec’sion on the appeal of 
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| held at the end of May. The minutes of 
/evidence, which are voluminous, were 
received by the Board on the 10th June. 
A decision will be come to as soon as 
possible. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Have the 
Local Government Board consulted the 
Law Officers of the Crown on this 
matter ? 





Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 


‘notice of that. 


Irish Land Purchase—Ballydonlon Estate, 
| County Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the sale of the 
'Ballydonlon Estate, county Galway 
| the property of Mr. Mahon; whether he 
| is aware that the tenants who held eleven 
'months lettings on this property for a 
number of years past enjoyed sime at an 
| average rental of £1 Is. per acre free of 
|taxes; and that, under the present 
| purchase arrangements on this property, 
‘the instalment rentals per acre are 
‘increased on the tenants from £1 5s. to 
| £1 15s. per acre, with taxes added; an1, 
| if so, whether it is proposed to pass this 
sale without inspection; and whether, 
‘having regard to the fact that Mr. 
'Mahon is not selling the whole of this 
/estate, the bonus will be granted in this 
| case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The entire estate 
_has been sold, but the vendor has applied 
| for an advance to enable him to repur- 
'chase the demesne. The holdings were 
| vested in the tenant purchasers on the 
| 29th April. The average annuity payable 
| per statute acre is 19s. 10d. The estate 
was inspected before the advances were 
sanctioned. 


Winter Dairying in Ireland. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
_ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 





the Rathmines Commissioners against the | Department of Agriculture have taken 
decision of the Dublin County Council; any, and what, steps to promote winter 
and when this decision may be expected. | dairying in Ireland; and what has been 
| the result of the operations. 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The encouragement 


LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : There | 
has been no celay. The Inquiry was of winter dairying, wherever suc 1s 
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practicable, is part of the duty of the; The second Question referred to was as 
itinerant instructors in agricultu-e, of | follows — 

whom there are now eighteen at work. | 

No statistics are available to show to| Mr.VINCENT KENNEDY: | beg to ask 
what extent farmers have adopted the | the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
suggestions of these experts; but the ‘tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
subject will form part of the discussion | that a number of the tenants on the 
at the Annual Conference of Itinerant | estate of David Finlay and others, near 
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Inspectors. 


| Bawnboy, in the county of Cavan (which 
|is under the control of the Land Judge’s 


Mr. MURPHY : Has not a complaint | Court) who have signed their purchase 
been received from the Cork School that | agreements have been notified by the 


nothing has been done in this respect ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no mention | 


of any complaint in the Question. As I 


have said, there are eighteen inspectors | 


now on this work. 


| Irish Land Commission that their ap- 
| plications to purchase their holdings have 
been dismissed owing to delay ; if so, will 
he state the cause of the delay; and, if 
the delay does not rest with the tenants, 
| will they still be afforded an opportunity 
of completing their purchase. 


Mr. MURPHY: But they are doing | 


nothing. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Have not the} 


inspectors pointed out that capital is 
necessary to enable them to carry out 
the work ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
notice of that Question. 


IT must ask for 


Captain DONELAN 
E.): And is it not the fact that the 
creamery system in Ireland is proving a 
discouragement to dairy farming in that 
country ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Land Purchase in County Cavan—David 
Finlay’s Estate. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Irish Land Commission has _ been 
notified by tenant purchasers on the 
estate of David Finlay and others, near 


Bawnboy, in the county of Cavan, that | 
the receivable orders which have been | 


sent from its offices in Dublin have not 
been delivered to the tenants ; and, if so, 
will he say who is responsible for their 
non-delivery. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am in com- 
munication with the Land Commission 


(Cork County, | 


Tenants Game Rights—The Clanricarde 
Tenants at Woodford. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Liewtenant of 
| Ireland whetber five of the Clanricarde 
tenants at rygoolan, Woodford, have 
‘been served with notices to quit in 
consequence of their asserting their right 
| to the game on their lands. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg also to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, (1) whether he can say if the 
|Clanricarde tenants at Derrygoolan, 
Woodford, are non-judicial and in 
possession of their holdings as tenants 
| from year to year for many years; and 
| (2) whether there is any agreement in 
| writing or otherwise made by them with 
| their landlord in respect to game; and 
| (3) whether, in view of the circumstances 


| 
of the case, he will take steps to insure 
| that the police shall not be allowed in 
|future to accompany poachers on the 
| lands, seeing that such proceedings are 


| calculated to intimidate the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Five notices to quit 
have been served. No cause was assigned 
| for their issue. I understand that no 


| judicial rents have been fixed on this 


property in the locality mentioned. 
This being so, I am unable to say 
whether there exist any agreements, 
such as referred to; nor have I at my 








inthe matter, and will ask the hon. | disposal any effective means of ascer- 
Member to postpone this and the next | taining the fact. In the absence of any 
Question’ till Wednesday. ‘information I presume the tenants are 








475 Questions. 


entitled under the Ground Game Act of 
1880 to kill ground game. The fact 
that a notice to quit has been served 
upon a tenant does not prevent him 
from selling his holding or applying to 
have a fair rent fixed, and should any 
proceedings, founded on the notices, be 
taken to evict him from his holding he 
may apply to the Court in which the 
proceedings have been instituted to 
suspen] the proceedings pending the 
result of the fair-rent application. 
Should the proceedings be suspended 
and the application to fix a fair rent be 
granted, the tenant will be in the same 
position as if his rent had been fixed 
at the date of the application, 
and will be protected from eviction 
from any cause other than one 
of those statutory conditions for which 
a judicial tenant may be _ evicted. 
Should the landlord in the case be not 
entitled to the right he seeks to exercise, 
of course the tenant has his remely at 
law in any action of trespass. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: The right hon. 
Jentleman has not repliel to the last 
part of the Question—what instructions 
will you give to the police on the 12th 
August next?! Are they to protect the 
poachers going on the lands of these 
tenants who, as he admits, are entitled 
to the game under the Act? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: If these are 
yearly tenants does not that constitute 
them future tenants and, if so, what is 
the use of talking of fair rents when 
future tenants cannot get fuir rents fixed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has put the Question correctly. They are 
not judicial tenants. They are tenants 
at will. They are precisely the same as 
tenants at will in this country. I cannot 
tell if they have any right by agreement 
with their landlord or not other than the 
right conferred uncer Lord Cairns’ Act. 


Mr. ROCHE: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man not aware that under the law the 
game belongs to the tenants, and in face 
of that assumption—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If 
the hon. Member states any particular 
in which the Question has not been fully 
answered he is at liberty to ask, but—— 
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Mr. ROCHE: Under these circum- 
stances, if they go on the land on the 
12th August next, will he be responsible 
for the consequences ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
that. I decline, by any act upon my 
part, to decide a right which is not 
before me. If the right, as the hon. 
Gentleman says, is a clear one, the 
tenants can prosecute. 


Irish Workhouse Classification. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
principle on which Irish workhouses 
are classified ; and whether he will grant 
a Return giving the workhouses at pre- 
sent included in the various classes 
under which they are arranged. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no classi- 
fication of workhouses. The Poor Law 
Commission now sitting was appointed 
to investigate the question of the 
amalgamation of workhouses, and the 
practicability of making better provision 
|for the classification and treatment of 
'the inmates. As a result of this in- 
vestigation I hope it may be found 
possible to institute such a classification. 


Enniskillen Rent Appeals. 

EDWARD MITCHELL  (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that it is a con- 
siderable time since the Land Commission 
sat at Enniskillen to hear appeals for 
fixing rents; if he will say when said 
Commission will next sit, in view of the 
number of cases awaiting their decision. 


Mr. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The last sitting of 
the Appeal Court at Enniskillen was in 
January, 1903. The Appeal Sittings for 
the Michaelmas term have not yet been 
arranged, but when settling the circuit 
the Commissioners will consider whether 
it is practicable to arrange a further 
sitting at Enniskillen before the close of 
present year. 


Bawnboy Rent Disputes. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
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Mr. A. E. Humphrys, of Lisagoan House, 
county of Cavan (a justice of the peace), 
marked judgment against seven of his 
tenants on an estate near Bawnboy, in 
the county of Cavan, that these judg- 
ments were executed by the sheriff with 
an escort of constables, and that these 
judgments were set aside; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to protect 
these tenants from such proceedings at 
the hands of Mr. Humphrys in future ; 
and if his action will be brought under 
the notice of the Lord Chancellor with a 
view of depriving him of his commiss:on 
of the peace. 


i Mr. WYNDHAM: Certain writs of 
execution for recovery of rent were 
lodged with the sheriff by Mr. Humphrys 
for execution azainst three of h's ten:nts. 
The sheriff, whose duty it was to execute 
these, requisitioned police protection. 
Iam nuv aware whether the judgments 
on which these writs were issue have 
been set aside, but, if so, the tenants will 
no doubt have their legal remedy. It is 
not the privilege of the sheriff to hold 
any investigation into the legality of the 
judgments upon which writs of execution 
are based. His duty is to execute the 
writs lodged with him which appear 
correct, on their face, nor is the Hxecutive 
entitled to refuse protection on any such 
ground. 


Sir Roger Palmer’s Estate, County Mayo. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the estate 
of Sir Roger Palmer, in county Mayo, 
has been offered for sale to the Estates 


Commissioners or to the Congested 
Districts Board. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘The estate in 


question has not yet been offered for sale 
to either the Commiss‘one:s or to the 
Congested Districts Boar’. 


Enniskillen Dispensary Districts. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) : I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attent’on 
has been drawn to a report by Dr. 
M‘Carthy, on the 30th May, to the Local 
Government Board in reference to six 
dispensary districts compos:ng the un‘on 
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of Enniskillen, namely, that the medical 
officer’s attendance and report books, and 
the medical relief register of cases and the 
midwife’s register, were not sent to the 
guardians for examination, and that no 
arrangement has been made for the 
examination of the dispensary records; 
is he aware that the guardians, in view 
of the importance of such examinations, 
in the interest of the poor, and for the 
due «discharge of the Medical Charities , 
Acts by all officials concerned, on the 
12th of August,1£02, requested the Local 
Government Boarl to sanction the 
appointment of local committees, con’ 
s'sting of the guardians representing the 
dispensary district, the clergynen of all 
churches, and five ratepayers in each 
district ; the committee to meet monthly, 
examine the doctor’s books, and report 
to the board of guardians; and, if so, 
will he, in view of the fact that the 
doctor's books have not been examined 
since the passing of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898, and of the difficulty 
of inducing guardians to remain after the 
business of the board has terminated, 
take into consideration the necessity of 
devising some plan by which an effective 
examination of the doctor's books may 
be performed with the least tax on 
guardians’ time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Section 380 of the 
Act of 1898 abolished dispensary com- 
mittees and transferred their business to 
the board of guardians. Consequently 
the Local Government Board was unable 
to sanct:on the arrangement proposed in 
August, 1902. It is open to the guardians 
under Article 10 of the Dispensary Rules 
to appoint a small committee of its 
members for the purposes mentioned in 
the Question. In the majority of the 
unions the guardians themselves examine 
the books. Elsewhere the duty has been 
delezate! te a committee of guardians 
with sat'sfactory results. 


Congestion in South Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lori-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how 
many landlords owning: estates in the 
conzeste ! districts of South Kerry have 
offered their estates to the Conzestel 
Districts Board for resale to the tenants ; 
can he state the terms deman‘tel from 
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the Board; ani has the conlition of 
the money market ‘militated azainst the 
successful operation of the Land Act of 
1903 in the congested districts of Ireland ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Negotiations are 
pending with eight landlords. Until these 
have been concluded no statement can 
be made in respect to the terms. The 
reply to the concluding query is in the 
_ negative. : ys 

Mr. FLAVIN: What has been the 
price demanded by the landlords ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be most 
improper for me to express any opinion 
as to the terms, either on one side or the 
other. 


Promotion of Irish National School 
eachers. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of national school teachers who 
have received promotion whose record 
was “fair” for the three years ending 
3lst March, 1903, together with the 
number promoted whose record was less 
than “fair” for the same period. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [am informed that 
no teachers received promotion whose 
records were merely “ {a‘r” for the three 
years ended 3lst March, 1903, and that 
no teachers received promotion whose 
records were less than “fair” for the 
same period. 


Government Advances for Harbour Works 
in Ireland. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, if the Irish 
Government are about to advance 
£100,0CO for harbour works in the neigh- 
bourhood of Belmullet, county Mayo; 
and, if so, is this sum by loan or grant, 
and if by loan on what terms; how much 
has this county received for like purposes 
since 1883, including the present advance ; 
and what sums have in the same period 
been advanced to the county of Antrim 
for similar purposes. .., 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [If all the arrange- 
ments imposed by statute with the 
county «ouncil, railway company, and 
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other intereste1 parties are, as I trust 
may be the case, satisfactorily concluded, 
a sum of over £90,000 may probably be 
issued in respect of works in Mayo 
as a free grant under the Marine Works 
Act of 1902. That Act, in common 
with the Railways Act of 1896 and 
the Railways Act of 1890 (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour’s Act) provides for free grants in 
connection only with counties of which 
portions are scheduled as congested. No 
sums under those Acts are applicable to 
other parts of Ireland, and no comparison 
can be usefully instituted between such 
exceptional expenditure in a ‘congested’ 
county and ordinary expenditure in an 
uncongested county, except for the pur- 
pose of criticising a policy consistently 
pursued since the year 1890. The Sea 
Fisheries Act of 1883 was of general 
application. Under it Antrim r- 
ceived a free grant of £1,342, and 
Mayo a free grant of £27,520, and 
a loan of £2,773. I am__ inquiring 
what are the sums granted or lent 
in respect of county Mayo by the Con- 
gested Districts Board under the Act of 
1891, and in respect of Antrim from 
other sources since the year 1883. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): As a 
matter of fact, has the hon. Member 
informed the right hon. Gentleman of 
the necessity for a harbour grant for this 
county ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish University Education. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of its bearing 
on the question of University education 
in Ireland, he will assent to the Return 
standing on to-day’s Paper in the name 
of the hon. Member for South Down. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; I cannot 
see my way to assent to the proposed 
Return. It would involve a departure 
from precedent inexpedient in itself, and 
ineffective for the object which the hon. 
Member contemplates, inasmuch as it 
would take no cognisance of the larger 
number of officials employed in the 
various other Departments of the State 
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in Ireland, for which I am not ans ver- 
able, and the still larger number of Irish- 
men holding Crown appointments out- 
side Ireland. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the objection to 
granting this Return to be found in the 
fact that there is a boycott of Catholics 
in Ireland— 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Appended is the Notice of Motion re- 
ferred to— 


Government Departments (Ireland) 
(Officials)—Return setting forth the 
names, salaries, and places of education 
of the salaried officials in the different 
Government Departments under the 
jurisdiction of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. 


Lough Leagh Land Proprietors’ Meeting. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a meeting 
convened by the Board of Works, of pro- 
prietors of lands in Lough Leagh district, 
which was held in the county Antrim 
Courthous2, Belfast, on 24th June, for 
the purpose of appointing trustees, not 
exceeding fifteen in number; whether 
such meeting was fully advertised before- 
hand; whether he is aware that when a 
vote was taken it was found that the 
proprietors were outweighed by proxies ; 
whether these proxies were obtained and 
used in a legal manner; and, if not, 
whether he will order a new election; 
whether, in view of the present system of 
administering the Trust by men who are 
not ratepayers and who do not reside in 
the flooded district, he will consider the 
advisability of transferring the powers 
and duties of the Trust to the local 
authorities of the several parts of the 
district comprising the flooded area. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The meeting was 
convened by the Board of Works and 
advertised as prescribed by Section 120 
of the Act 5 and 6 Vict., cap. 89. The 
secretary to the drainage trustees states 
that the proxies were in a majority. I 
have no reason to suppose that they 
were obtained or used in an illegal 
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manner. The trustees are elected by 
the proprietors in the district, who are 
liable for payment of the rate for main- 
taining the drainage works. The law 
imposes no restriction upon the choice 
of trustees by the electors, and there 
appears to be no ground for interfering 
with that choice. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Would the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether this 
Trust is administered by those who are 
not ratepayers and who do not reside in 
the district ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DISH, Derbyshire, W.): I understand 
the trustees are elected by the ratepayers. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Does the 
Chief Secretary intend to allow the 
administration of this Trust by men who 
have no authority or right to do so ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter rests 
with my hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


Complaints of Rev. R.D. Patterson of 
St. Barnabas Church, Dublin. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether h2 is aware that the 
Rev. R. D. Patterson, of St. Barnabas 
Church, Dublin, has on several occasions 
complained to the police authorities that 
divine service in his church has been 
disturbed by the throwing of stones 
upon the roof, and that the notice board 
in front of the church has been damaged ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
this clergyman when walking the public 
street is followed by persons calling him 
offensive names, he will explain why no ~ 
action has been taken by the police upon 
these complaints. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. Several 
complaints have been made. The reply 
which I gave on the 22nd June} was 
based on reports of communications 
made to the police by the Rey. Mr. 
Patterson on the 2nd May and by his 
Rector, the Rev. Mr. Griffin, on the 5th 
May. I now find that Mr. Patterson 
renewed his complaints on the 10th May, | 
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and again on the 28th June. I can 
assure my hon. friend that the police 
have been instructed to protect the rev. 
gentleman from annoyance and that 
they do their best to carry out the in- 
structions they have received. 


West Coast of Ireland Fish-Curing 
Stations. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board make it a con- 
dition of Jetting their fish-curing stations 
on the west coast to fish buyers for the 
autumn season that the prices paid by 
buyers must be approved by the Board ; 
if so, will he explain the necessity for it ; 
has objection been made to this condi- 
tion by any buyer on the ground that it 
interfered with freedom of bargaining 
with the fishermen; how many applica- 
tions have been made for the stations at 
Porturlin, county Mayo; did Mr. 8. G. 
Gott occupy one of these last year; if so, 
under what conditions; and have any 
negotiations passed between him and the 
Board for a sub-letting during the forth- 
coming autumn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such a condition 
is imposed by the Board. The object 
is to protect the fishermen against unfair 
prices being fixed by a merchant who 
virtually enjoys a monopoly by reason of 
his having acquired from the Board the 
only available curing station in the dis- 
trict. No buyer has objected to the 
condition on the ground stated. Two 
applications were received this year for 
the station at Porturlin. Mr. Gott signed 
the agreement last year; he declined to 
do so this season. 


The McGillycuddy Estate. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, in the 
case of the McGillycuddy Estate, which 
is now in the Land Judge’s Court, and in 
which an order for sale has been made, 
a number of tenants, including Mr. 
Jeremiah J. Doyle, of Whitefield, have 
been excluded from negotiations without 
any satisfactory cause; an1 whether 
representations will be made to have a 
sale to all the tenants carrie] out. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I have been in 


formei that proceelin:s are in prozress 
for the sale of the entire of this estate, 
ani that it is not the intention of the 
owner to exclude any tenant who may 
desire and azree to purchase his holding, 


Mr. MURPHY: May I point out I am 
personally aware that this tenant has 
been excluded ? 


Insanitary Condition of Dee Street, 
Belfast. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
in the Dee Street of Belfast there are 
over 200 houses without any sanitary 
conveniences ; and whether, in view of 
the outbreak of smallpox in that city, 
steps will be taken to induce the Corpora- 
tion to more efficiently perform its duty 
under the Public Health Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 
the town clerk that there are only 106 
houses in Dee Street, and that all have 
proper sinitary accommodation. The 
corporation have taken, and are taking, 
all necessary steps to carry out their 
duties under the Public Health Acts, and 
on Friday last adopted plans at a cost of 
£40,000 for the more efficient sewering of 
the two outlying districts recently added 
to the city. 


Kerry Letter Deliveries. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to as the Post- 
master-General whether he will arrange 
for a daily delivery of letters in the 
townlanis of Readrinazh, Knockdoorah, 
Meentogues, Stagmount, Gortnaglazh. 
anl Connearagh, between Headfort and 
Rathmore county Kerry, seeing that the 
district is thickly populated and includes 
two schools. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENER AL (Lord 
STANLEY, ‘Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
Enquiry is being made on the subject. 
When it is completed I will acquaint 
the hon. Member with the result. 


Belfast Post Office—Money Order 
Counter Funds. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster - General, if he can expla‘n 
un ler what circumstances did the funds 
at the money orler counter in Belfast 
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become exhausted on the 28th ultimo; 
is he aware that this has happened on 
several occasions; and whether, in view 
of the fact that the public were detained 
pending arrangements being made with 
the bank, he will give instructions for 
adequate arrangements for the prompt 
disposal of the public demands. 


Lorp STANLEY : Iam informed that 
on 28th June the cash in the hands 
of one of the clerks at the counter 
was exhausted by the presentation of a 
Savings Bank Warrant for a considerable 
sum. He at once took steps to obtain a 
fresh supply; and no serious incon- 
venience seems to have been caused to 
the public. There does not appear to have 
been any other case recently in which the 
funds at the money order counter were 
exhausted. 


Mr. SLOAN: But is it not the fact 
that this has occurred several times, 
though perhaps not recently ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not told so. 


Mr. SLOAN: It is the case. 


Belfast Mails—Proposed Supplementary 
Service. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg 
to} ask the Postmaster - General if 
he will authorise a supplementary mail 
bag to be despatched from Belfast for 
London and other English towns, via 
Greenore and Holyhead, by the train 
leaving Belfast at 6.45 p.m., and arriving 
in London at 7.30 a.m., thus giving 
the public of Belfast more than an hour 
extra in which to reply to their English 
correspondence. 


Lorp STANLEY: As_ the hon. 
Menber is no doubt aware there 
are already three dispatches in the 


evening from Belfast’ of London corre- 
spondence. It hardly appears that 
the expense involved for a fourth despatch 
would be justified. I am, however, in 
correspondense with the railway com- 
panies in regard to an acceleration of 
the Stranraer service which, if afforded, 
would, I hope, go far to meet the wishes 
of the public in Belfast. I may point 
out to the hon. Member that there is 
already a later service from Belfast (via 
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Fleetwood) than the service via Greenore 
which he wishes to be used, and that 
letters sent vid Fleetwood arrive in 
London in ample time to be answered 
the same afternoon. 


London Delivery of Belfast Mails— 

leged Delay. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General, if he is aware 
that letters from Belfast for London via 
Fleetwood are not delivered in the City 
before 2 o’clock, although they arrive at 
Euston before 11; and, if so, will he take 
steps to have an earlier delivery. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY:: The mail from 
Belfast vid Fleetwood is due at Euston 
at 10.50 a.m., too late for the City 
delivery, commencing at 11.20 am. It 
is accordingly included in the next 
delivery which begins at 12.20 p.m. 
and is completed about 2.0 p.m. 

Great Southern and Western Railway of 

Ireland—Glounbawn Level Crossing. 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 


| he is aware that the Great Southern and 


Western Railway Company on their line 
of railway from Gortatlea to Castleisland 
have removed the gatesman and locked 
the gate leading to a passage across the 
line hitherto used by the people of 
Gurrane,Glounbawn,and Bally macpierce; 
and, if so, whether he proposes to take 
any steps to compel the company to 
carry out their obligations in this mat- 
ter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Board 
of Trade communicated with the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
on the subject of the Question and learn 
from them that the company assumes it 
refers to an accommodation crossing at 
Glounbawn where the gates have been 
provided with locks, of which keys are 
supplied to persons entitled to use the 
crossing. The hon. Member’s Question 
is not very specific as to the position of 
the crossing, but if the assumption that 
it is merely what is called an accommola- 
tion crossing is correct the company 
would not appear to have violated their 
obligations in this respect. 


Mr. MURPHY : I will send the rizht 
hon. Gentleman a specific statement on 
the subject. 


U 
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Fraudulent Balance-sheets. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the amendment of the law on the subject 
of fraudulent balance-sheets, promised as 
soon as possible during the debate on 
19th February, 1903, will be introduced 
during the present session. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I should be 
very unwilling to add to the present pro- 
gramme of the Government, except in 
relation to Bills which are necessary for 
administrative reasons, unless the Bill 
which was added to that programme was 
of a genuinely uncontentious character. 
I suppose I may count on my hon. 
friend’s support for the Motion before 
the House, which will, no doubt, add to 
the opportunities for Government busi- 
ness. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that he promised 
this Bill a year and a half ago ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: If the right 
hon. Gentleman cannot promise a Bill 
this session, will he give the House an 
opportunity of discussing this question 
on the Vote for the salaries of the Law 
Officers of the Crown ? 


Finance Bill. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he proposes to 
proceed with the Finance Bill immedi- 
ately on the conclusion of the Report 
stage of the Licensing Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As at present 
advised I propose to proceed with the 
Finance Bill when the proceedings in 
Committee on the Licensing Bill are con- 
cluded. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he can make any 
statement as to business, and particularly 
as to the’Supply for Thursday. 
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(Procedure). 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
it will be most convenient that the Irish 
Estimates shall be taken on Thursday. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The right hon. Gentleman is not yet able 
to say anything about the War Office 
Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. It 
cannot be taken next Thursday, but I 
hope there will be no long delay. 


LICENSING BILL (PROCEDURE). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question [Ist 
July], ‘That the proceedings in Com- 
mittee and on Report of the Licensing 
Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in 
the manner hereinafter mentioned in six 
allotted days— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on 
Clause 1 on the first allotted day. 


(b) The proceedings in Committee on 
Clauses 2 and 3 on the second allotted 
day. 

(c) The proceedings in Committee on 
Clause 4 on the third allotted day. 


(d) The proceedings in Committee on 
the remaining clauses of the Bill, and on 
any new Government clauses, and on 
schedules and any new Government 
schedules, and any other proceedings 
necessary to bring the Committee stage 
to a conclusion on the fourth allotted 
day. 

(e) The proceedings on Report on any 
new clauses and on Amendments to 
Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, he 
brought to a conclusion on the fifth 
allotted day ; and 


(f{) The proceedings on Report be con- 
cluded on the sixth allotted day. 


After this order comes into operation, 
any day shall be considered an allotted 
day for the purposes of this Order on 
which the Licensing Bill is put down as 
the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, 
or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., the 
Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
the Question or Questions on any Amend- 
ment or Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed suc- 
cessively to put forthwith the Question 





oS Ss 


aa Vv we SFT PF EE > 


- OP VS 








Licensing Bill 


489 


on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments) and on 
every Question necessary to dispose of 
the allotted business to be concluded on 
the allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amend- 
ments, or of Government new clauses or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made, or that 
the clause or schedule be added to the 
Bill, as the case may be. 


At twelve midnight of the day on 
which the Third Reading of the Bill is 
put down as first order, or, if that day 
is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question neces- 
sary to conclude the proceedings on that 
stage of the Bill, 


Proceedings to which this Order relates 
shall not be interrupted (except at an 
afternoon sitting at 7.30 p.m.), under 
the provisions of any Standing Order 
relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of 
the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, 
nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be 
received, unless moved by the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, and the Question on 
any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 
Nor shall any opposed private business 
be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted days, 
or on the day on which the Third Reading 
of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- 
sequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr, 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


‘In line 1, to leave out all the words after 
the word ‘That’ and insert the words ‘this 
House declines to consider a proposal to deprive 
the House of Commons, without any justifica- 
tion in the previous course of the debate, of all 
power of reasonable and adequate discussion in 
Tespect of a measure which seeks, in the 
absence of any authority from the country, 
to make fundamental and much controverted 
change- in laws vitally affecting the well-being 
of the people.”—(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words ‘the proceedings ’ stand part of 
the Question.” 
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Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): I should not have ventured to 
intervene in this discussion, but for the 
very remarkable proposition on which the 
Prime Minister, in making his Motion, 
founded his case. I confess that I listened 
with something like alarm to the language 
that then fell from the Prime Minister. 
I seemed to hear foreshadowed that a 
further Parliamentary revolution was to 
be added, in his opinion definitely and 
deliberately, by his Procedure Rules and 
by utterances that had fallen from him 
with a full responsibility, to that other 
revolution to which I think he has 
already shown us the way since last 
September—a revolution in the great 
organ of our Constitution, the solidarity 
and loyalty of Cabinet Government. I 
think this Motion, supported by the 
arguments which the right hon. Gentle- 
man founded his case upon, marks as 
huge a stride in a revolution of Parlia- 
mentary power, Parliamentary authority, 
and Parliamentary fame as has ever 
taken place in our history. There have 
been five guillotine or closure Motions 
within recent years. The hon. Member 
for Altrincham said that we on this side 
had taken the initiative in regard to the 
guillotine closure. That is a complete 
misstatement. The first two guillotine 
closures were taken under the auspices of 
the present Prime Minister, and were 
taken in reference to the Parnell Com- 
mission Bill and the Crimes Act. The 
next two were taken in the Government 
of Mr. Gladstone and of Lord Rosebery. 
The first was the Home Rule Bill and the 
second the Evicted Tenants Bill. There 
has been a fifth guillotine closure Motion, 
which, ‘or the first time, was on an 
English Bill. Iwould have the House 
note that the first four guillotine closures 








were all connected with Irish business, 
and that fact sheds a very considerable 
light on the difference in treatment that 
Ireland has experienced from England 
and Scotland in this House. The fifth 
guillotine closure was in 1902. I venture 
to assert that in all those five closures, 
both in the four Irish closures and in the 
fifth, or English, closure, two things were 
alleged by the Government who made 
the Motion corresponding to that which 
we are now discussing, the first urgency 
and the second obstruction. I was in 
the House during all those closures, and 
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I believe I am perfectly. right in making, 


that statement. I think I might note a 
third point—narely, that in all the three 
cases there had been very large and 
ample discussion, less, for reasons I will 
touch on, in the case of the Evicted 
Tenants Bill than in the case of the other 
four closures. What I want to call 
the attention of the House to is the new 
departure which the Ministry are making 
in the proposal they now advance. They 
do not contend that there has been 
obstruction. The silence of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite with wh ch I am met when 
making that statement—— 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I did not 
say so. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Really the right 
hon. Gentleman, I thought, the other after- 
noon, if he will allow me to say so without 
disrespect, was rather playing with the 
House. Now he says he did not say so. 
But what did he say? He carefully ab- 
stained on Friday from even suggesting 
that there was obstruction. Then he 
does not base his case on obstruction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I accept 
that statement, not the other one. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Yes, he does not 
base his case on obstruction. I trust that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and those who 
support them and the Government in the 
Press, will note that this Motion is not 
based upon obstruction. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Not necessarily. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I do not care 
what it is necessarily based on; I say that 
previously this Motion always has been 
based on obstruction, as one of the 
elements—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No,I think the 
right hon. Gentleman is wrong there. I 
have not referred to my own speech, but 
I donot believe he will find that I thought 
it worth while to allude to the obstruction 
in the case of the Education Bill, and I 
am by no means sure that obstruction 
formed a larger part of the argument of 
Mr. Gladstone over the Home Rule Bill 
and the Evicted Tenants Bill. 


Mr. John Morley. 
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Mr. JOHN MORLEY: That cannot 
apply to the Evicted Tenants Bill, be- 
cause Mr. Gladstone had then retired 
from Parliament. As to the closure on 
the Education Bill I cannot contradict 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I may be wrong, 
but I think that was so. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: However, we 
will not argue that further. This Motion, 
this strong, drastic Motion for closure, is 
not based, as certainly three others of 
the four were based, upon obstruction. 
But it is not worth while to press that, be- 
cause my point is that the right hon. 
Gentleman has alvanced to a much 
broader position, rightly or wrongly, 
than has ever before been taken by a 
Minister making such a Motion as this. 
It is most remarkable, and nothing can 
be more worthy of the attention of the 
House. Whut does he say? He invites 
us—these are his points— 

“To consider this Motion in relation to the 
whole course, not merely of Parliamentary 
business in this session, but in any session. 
And it is because on the broadest principles 
that I believe there is no course open to us but 
that which I have adoptei that I am now ask- 
ing the House to adopt it.” 

Then he says— 

“The Parliamentary machine cannot be ex- 
pected to work smoothly, efficiently, or reason- 
ably, if too great a tax is put. upon it.” 
as regards the duration of the session, 
or the labours of the session. The 
labours of the session! I have been over 
twenty years a Member of this House, 
and I do not think I have ever known 
a session—I have known many more 
than twenty sessions—as to which labour 
could be so little credited. I understand 
the anxieties of the session, the artifices 
and manceuvres of the session, the 
changes in relation to the order of pro- 
cedure which the Government have 
submitted to the House. I understand, 
too, the efforts that Ministers have made, 
in resistance to our contrary efforts, not 
to drop the mask behind which they have 
been hiding themselves on the most im- 
portant of all questions ever since the 
session began. That is one of the cir- 
cumstances that account for the little 
business that has been done, for the 
absurdity of speaking of the labours of 
the session. One cause of the congestion 
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of business of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man speaks, and with which he is 
endeavouring to cope—one main cause of 
that has been the constant effort of cer- 
tain of his colleagues, and I am afraid I 
must say especially himself, to play hide 
and seek with Parliament and with the 
country. Let any of us look back, for 
example, upon the week that was, not 
wasted, but diverted from such business 
as the Licensing Bill to the Scottish 
Education Bill. Iam as much interested 
in the Scottish Education Bill as any 
other Scottish Member; it is a very im- 
portant Bill; but is there a man in the 
House who will deny that that Bill could 
have been quite as adequately, if not 
more adequately, discussed upstairs ? No 
English Members at all, I think, appeared 
upon the scenes. I charge the Govern- 
ment with this—they come down here 
and try to pretend that the Parliamentary 
machine has broken down, that all the 
old traditions of Parliament in debate 
are outworn, and yet we know that during 
that week the time of the House of 
Commons was withdrawn from objects 
with which it might well have been occu- 
pied, because—it was almost admitted by 
imputation in an answer to the Leader of 
the Opposition—because hon. Gentleman 
opposite, and there may be some on this 
side, too, for aught I know, needed to 
have their diversions at Ascot. What a 
providential thing it is for us that Good- 
wood and St. Leger do not happen to 
come in the Parliamentary session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Goodwood 
does. 


Me. JOHN MORLEY : I fancy it does, 
but very late in the session. Things, I see, 
are less providentially arranged than I 
had thought. We thoroughly understand, 
a3 it is understood on the other side, what 
are the Prime Minister's reasons for 
wishing to ring the curtain down upon 
one of the most squalid pol'tical scenes 
that has ever disfigured our Parliamentary 
records. 


As to the other point, urgency, 
Which has been the other pillar of these 
guillotine closure Motions. Some refer- 
ence has been made to the closure pro- 
cedure upon the Evicted Tenants Bill. I 
certainly am not‘going to argue the main 
question”of that*Bill. I see the Solicitor- 
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General opposite, and he will correct 
me if 1 am wrong. I am perfectly pre- 
pared to defend the closure Motion made 
upon that occasion, not on the grounds 
that if the Evicted Tenants Bill had not 
passed Ireland would have got out of 
hand, and that we should have had 
widespread and sanguinary disorder; I 
never said so when I was arguing for 
the Bill. But there was, and it was 
admitted by many Gentlemen on that 
side of the House—there was admittedly 
an administrative expediency in getting 
some remedy for the particular social 
condition in Ireland before the autumn 
and winter faced us. I will only say 
that my right hon. friend the Member 
for Monmouth did not sanction the 
guillotine closure till 31st July, and if we 
had not proposed it then, and got that 
measure, it is my own firm opinion even 
now, so far as one’s opinion is worthy 
of value upon such a question after ten 
years interval—if we had not done all 
we could, including the guillotine closure, 
to press forward that Motion—that there 
would have been serious disorder during 
the coming winter. It was the very 
fact that we pressed forward the Bill 
that produced the patience and confidence 
that kept certain very disturbed districts 
quiet. In the debate on the closure 
Motion to that Bill the right hon. Gentle- 
man laid down in very distinct and 
emphatic language the canon, and I call 
the attention of the House to it, by 
which guillotine closure ought to be 
governed. What were his words? 

‘*T admit,” 
said the right hon. Gentleman— 

‘‘there may be practical necessities which 
have to be got over which might justify, or 
even compel, this House to suspend the rights 
which for centuries have guarded the liberty 
of debate. Is this Evicted Tenants Bill one of 
these cases? Is there some practical, menacing 
necessity overhanging us which if not dealt 
with will impair our whole social system, or 
the external security of the Empire?” 

I am quite willing to accept that as a 
canon to be applied to the closure we 
are now discussing. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman get up and tell us that there 
is anything imperilling our whole social 
system or the external security of the 
Empire? He cannot make any such con- 
tention. We know quite well where the 
urgency lies, and I make no apology for 
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putting that point.. On that occasion 
the right hon. Gentleman said to us— 

‘What do you expect to get in exchange for 
this sacrifice of our dignity and our honour? I 
will tell you. You expect to get the votes of 
the Irish Members. The Irish Members expect 
to go to their constituents and say they did 
their best to obtain £250,000.” 


We shall get off very cheaply at the 
present time if this Bill does not cost 
us more than £250,000. We know quite 
well what it is that you expect. I will 
refer to the language used by an ardent 
supporter of the Government. The 
language has been heard before, but it 
is very apposite on the present occasion. 
It is rather racier, perhaps a little more 
vulgar, than one likes even to repeat. 
This is what was said last year by the 
president of one of the important licensed 
victuallers’ associations at the annual 
dinner— 

“T do not think the Government will go 
against the trade, for we put them in power, 
and if they treat us properly we will keep them 
in power, but if they do not we will chuck 
them out.” 

That is the urgency; and I confess it is 
painful to me, who am as jealous as 
other people of the honour of this House 
and of the honour of British government, 
to think that such pressure should have 
produced such a proposal as we are now 
discussing. Sir Kobert Peel, when he was 
being hunted and harried by the protec- 
tionists—just as the protectionists, I 
understand, are hunting and harrying 
now—said— 

“T have no desire to be Minister of England, 
but if I am Minister of England, so long as I hold 
that post I will hold it by no servile tenure.” 

Can we imagine anyone holding bv a 
tenure more servile than that indicated in 
the passace I have just read? I have no 
desire to lecture the right hon. Gentle- 
man ; I should be presumptuous if I did ; 
but I cannot help recalling the four occa- 
sions prior to 1902 when the guillotine 
closure was applied. In the first two 
cases the Leader of the House, Mr. Smith, 
attended vigiliantly and assiduously, 
watched the proceedings of the House, 

and felt his way for a justification for 
his proposal. [Mr. A. J. Banrour dis. 
sented.] Does the right hon. Gentleman 
deny that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido absolutely. 
Mr. Jchn Morley. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I was in the House 
in those days, and it seemed to us on this 
side that Mr. Smith was constantly in 
the House. I certainly can speak with 
full authority of Mr. Gladstone’s conduct 
on the Home Rule Bill. We could not 
persuade him to absent himself for more 








than an hour or two, and very seldom 
for one single hour, of those eighty-two 
long days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He had intro- 
duced the Bill; it was his Bil’. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : That is so; but 
as Prime Minister, as Leader of the House, 
he would not have felt himself in a 
position to move so drastic a proposal as 
we made in 1893 unless he had vigilantly 
and assiduously watched the whole pro- 
ceedings in the House and the whole 
temper and spirit of the House. 


What is the case for the application of 
the broad principle of which the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke? The House meets in 
February. In regard to the great Bill of 
the session, the proper course from his 
precedent would appear to be not to 
introduce it until the House has sat for 
two and a half months, not to move the 
Second Reading for nearly a month more, 
and then after three, and only three, effec- 
tive Parliamentary days to come down 
with a thundering Motion for a guillotine 
closure. These are the sort of conditions 
which the right hon. Gentleman seems to 
assume justify him in making this drastic 
and unprecedented proposal. That is 
the precedent he is setting up with his 
great authority and great position and 
by his emphatic and definite language. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s postulates 
and axioms mean, if they mean anything, 
when they are properly worked out, the 
abolition of the Committee stage of a 
Bill. Nobody in the House has had so 
large a share for good or for evil in legis- 
lation as the right hon. Gentleman. He 
must agree with me that there are many 
Bills in which the Committee stage 
is far more important really than the 
Second Reading stage. The workmanlike 
shape of a Bill, its working when it 
becomes law, depends much more upon 
the Committee stage than it does upon 
anything in the Second Reading stage. In 





his speech last Friday the Prime Minister 
held quite extraordinary language. He 
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said this Licensing Bill does not contain 
many novel principles. I wholly dissent. 
It contains novel principles about the 
transfer of jurisdiction, about compensa- 
tion, about the conditions of new licences. 
These proposals may be good or they 
may be bad, but they are novel princi- 
ples. When the right hon. Gentleman 
says, a3 he did on Friday, that these prin- 
ciples have been thoroughly threshed out, 
there again I am bound to dissent from 
him. I do not think they have been 
thoroughly threshed out at all. But, be 
that as it may, I do not see how the 
right hon. Gentleman can differ from me 
when I say that the application of the 
principles of the Bill is not any less im- 
portant, any less vital, than the mere 
formal affirmation of the principles them- 
selves. The right hon. Gentleman says-- 

“No licences are to be taken away without 
compensation ; you have affirmed that principle, 
and, having done that, the best thing the House 
can do is to leave the rest to the draftsman and 
the Home Secretary. ” 

The Home Secretary is a Gentle- 
man of whom I will not say one single 
uncharitable word, but when I am 
asked if I will take him to be my guide 
in a nice discrimination among the shades 
of words, then I confess I am disappointed 
and I cannot accept that guidance. I 
cannot consent willingly to the doctrine 
that the Home Secretary and the drafts- 
man are to supersede the Committee of 
the House of Commons. The right hon. 
Gentleman has an ingenious friend whosays 
if we go on debating the Bill on the same 
scale as we have debated the first clause 
it will last a year and a quarter. Surely 
the right hon. Gentleman himself knows 
very well--he has had a great deal too 
much experience not to know—that the 
discussions upon the great operative, 
combative clauses of a Bill are certainly 
no test of the time that will be taken in 
carrying the other portions. Just look 
at the first clause. Apart from the 
question of division of jurisdiction 
between quarter sessions and the magis- 
trates, there are other questions of the 
most supreme importance. The right 
hon. Gentleman said no important issue 
need be left undiscussed. Has he thought 
how many seriously important issues are 
left in {the clause and which do need 
exhaustive discussion? I use the word 
“exhaustive” in the fair sense. Would 
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four hours be sufficient for an exhaustive 
discussion on the question of liability ? 
Yet that is all we shall have if the question 
comes up ona Friday. There is the ques- 
tion of the desirability of introducing a 
popular element into the local licens- 
ing authority. Many of us ‘eel that 
that is a vital question, and many 
in the country, apart from Party 
politics, think that it is a vital question. 
Then we come to the question whether 


a definite reduction in proportion 
to population or otherwise should 
be made compulsory. That is 


another important question in which the 
country is profoundly interested. There 
is another point, not so deep as the other 
two, but still important — the point 
whether the justices are to be allowed to 
employ counsel, and to produce witnesses 
before quarter sessions, in the same way 
as the licensed victuallers. Surely the 
idea of dealing with important issues 
such as these raised on the first clause in 
six and a half hours is farcical. Look 
also at Clauses 2 and 3, which are to be 
disposed of together in six and a half 
hours. Listen to the opening words of 
Clause 2— 

‘‘ Where quarter sessions refuse the renewal 
of a licence under this Act, a sum equal to the 
difference b tween the value of licensed pre- 
mises,calculated as if this Act had not passed—” 

The Solicitor-General will agree that 
in these words there is material—if he 
were in wig and gown—for a speech for 
an hour’s duration or more. Then we 
come to Clause 3, which deals with the 
position of the tenant of a tied house 
under this scheme. The right hon. 
Gentleman said in his speech, very 
cavalierly, ‘Oh, we have discussed the 
question of the tied house.” But 
does the right hon. Gentleman see 
that in this third clause are raised a 
number of disputable questions, which 
cannot be answered satisfactorily except 
those in this House of knowledge and ex- 
perience in local business are allowed to 
say what they have to say about them? 
Recollect that in the same six and a half 
hours are to be dealt with three Amend- 
ments put down by Gentlemen sitting on 
the other side of the House, the Members 
for East Somerset, North-west Man- 
chester, and the University of Cam- 
bridge — Gentlemen whom we should 
not suspect of putting down"frivolous or 
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obstructive Amendments—which raise 
the vital question of gradation—that is 
to say, that after a certain number of 
years the compensation is to be less than 
at an early period. What fair or candid 
man will contend that these are Amend- 
ments which ought to be ruled out or to 
be discussed at the fag end of a six and 
a half hours discussion? It is perfectly 
ridiculous. Then we come to Clause 4, 
which is to have six and a half hours to 
itself. That clause sets up a completely 
new licensing system. I do not judge 
it; I am only describing it. But it 
undoubtedly revolutionises the whole 
system of licensing. The right hon. 
Gentleman, speaking on that point also 
in a very free-handed way, said— 

“The Bill embodies the principle that new 
licences shall only be granted under conditions 
which will prevent a monopoly from growing 
up, @ most important principle upon which 
there is no division of opinion between the two 
sides of the House.” 

The right hon. Gentleman takes it for 
granted that, if there is no division of 
opinion between the two sides of the 
House, there is no occasion for discussion. 
Happily, the value of our discussjons 
do not depend upon the controversial 
issues which are raised between the two 
sides of the House. This House exists 
to mould and shape the legislative pro- 
posals which are laid before it. And for 
the right hon. Gentleman to assume that 
upon a Bill of this kind the House of 
Commons, representative though it be of 
all parties, and full of local experience, 
cannot contribute anything in a full dis- 
cussion to make the measure weather- 
tight, water-tight, is certainly the worst 
compliment that has ever been paid to 
the House. I heard the hon. and gallant 
Member for the Newport Division of 
Shropshire say on Friday that there was a 
concerted conspiracy on this side to pre- 
vent the fair consideration of the Bill. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman has just been 
appointed to the Privy Council. I can 
only admonish him that we of the Privy 
Council never use random and reckless 
language of that kind. But no doubt he 
will acquire a more temperate tone of 
speech in that august assembly. There 
were able, and eloquent, and powerful 
speeches delivered from this side of the 
House on Friday, but the most pungent 
of all the speeches against the Motion 
were made onthe Government side. The 


Mr. John Morley. 


{COMMONS} 








(Procedure). 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Cambridge University made a thoroughly 
well-weighted contribution to the deeper 
elements of the discussion. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Somerset, 
a supporter of the Bill, declared that if 
this Motion be pressed he and his friends 
will be unable to vote for the Third 
Reading. Then there is the right hon, 
and gallant Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh, who said he did not like 
the Bill, but he should vote for it for 
reasons that were judged to be operative 
in his own mind, but which were not 
relevant to the issue. The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman said he should go 
into the lobby with the Ministers because 
he had a mandate to keep in a Unionist 
Government and to keep out a Separatist 
Government. The hon. Member for the 
Altrincham Division declared that it was 
not with a very happy conscience that 
he should give his vote for the Motion. 
The hon. Member further said—and I 
call the particular attention of the House 
to this, because I am sure that in the 
next Parliament the question will be 
taken up—‘the necessity of closuring 
the Bill was one of the many condemna- 
tions they had had of the new Rules of 
Procedure.”’ I think that is perfectly and 
absolutely true. If ever there was a 
Bill that needed to be moulded and 
shaped by the full discussion of this 
House it is the Licensing Bill. Half the 
social questions which interest and 
perplex social reformers of all shades are 
touched by our licensing system. Some 
of the deepest questions that have 
troubled the administration of local self- 
government are also touched by changes 
in the licensing system. If you think of 
the enormous interest—I might almost 
say the unparalleled interest—which at 
this moment is taken in this measure by 
the one side and the other on the 
temperance question, and by all sects, 
Churches, and parties, you will realise 
the disgust, the anger, the concern in 
which they will see that all those points 
which need minute discussion, and in 
which they take such deep interest, are 
to be shut out of the purview of the 
House of Commons, which is their 
representative Chamber, and to be 
settled by the draftsman and the Home 
Secretary. 
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I will only make one observation 
to the right hon. Gentleman, who, 
we all know, takes a serious and 
long-sighted view of the risks of 
democratic Government. I do not think 
he will differ from me when I say that no 
object ought to be more dear to the 
Legislature than that the people of the 
country should take an interest in the 
laws of the country. But if you proceed 
to change the spirit and the method in 
which the laws are made, depend upon it 
you will change the spirit in which the 
people obey the laws and revere the 
Parliament which makes them. It is not 
an accident that alongside of this Bill 
there is a Bill to be pressed, I 
understand, called the  Defaulting 
Authorities Bill. If you persist in this 
line which the right hon. Gentleman 
foreshadows, of making laws without 
that full and free discussion which has 
given the people of this country con- 
fidence in the laws, and made the laws 
respected and obeyed, then you will 
lose that element in our national life 
which has made us the most law-abiding 
of all peoples, and given to our institu- 
tions a stability which is possessed by 
those of no other country. I will con- 
clude by quoting words which the right 
hon. Gentleman used when we proposed 
the Evicted Tenants closure Motion— 
not that it gives me any pleasure to repro- 
duce them, but I think they define the 
present situation. The right hon. 
Gentleman said to us sitting there— 

“Indulge in this petty and_ sordid 
trafficking for votes if you like, but do 
not ask us to help you to make the honour 
and the dignity and the traditions of this 
House counters in the sorry game you are 
playing for political support. Do not ask 
us to take a hand.” 

With those words I close my observa- 
tions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that he and his hon. friends who 
sat with him representing Ireland in 
this House, intended to give a solid vote 
against this Resolution for closure by 
compartments. In taking that course 
they followed the unvarying record of 
the Irish Party. There was no section 
of Members in that House who had so 
vital an interest in maintain‘ng the 
privileges of private Members as the 
Irish, for the reason that no matter how 
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Governments came and went, and who 
sat. on the Treasury Bench, the Irish 
Members were always anchored in oppo- 
sition, a small minority, and therefore 
it followed that they always opposed 
anything tending to interfere with the 
privileges of private Members and the 
rights of minorities. On this occasion 
they took this action irrespective alto- 
gether of the merits and demerits of this 
particular Bill. On that there was a 
difference of opinion in the ranks of 
the Irish Party. In their ranks were 
men holding extreme views on both 
aspects, both as affecting the liquor 
traffic and temperance reform. Many 
years ago when Mr. Parnell founded the 
Nationalist Party and laid down rules 
for its guidance, he laid down the wise 
rule that on questions of this kind they 
should never invoke the power of the 
Party. He was old enough to remember 
when that was the rule in English 
Parties, and he was not sure that by 
that means the cause of temperance 
had not been advanced. With regard 
to these measures dealing with the 
liquor traffic, some had opposed and 
some had supported them, but the 
larger section had taken no part in the 
voting. He himself had always been in 
favour of the principle of compensation. 
More than once he had voted for it. 
Last year he voted in favour of the 
Second Reading of the Bill introduced by 
the hon. Member for York, and although 
there were portions of the present Bill 
he personally intensely disliked, he: 
voted in favour of the principle of com- 
pensation on the Second Reading. 


The question of closure by compart- 
ments, however, should not be looked at 
from the narrow po:nt of view of the 
merits or demerits of the Bill. ‘The Motion 
had not been proposed as a desperate ex- 
pedient to meet a desperate crisis in the 
conduct of the affairs of the House. On 
the contrary, the Prime Minister put itfor- 
ward as a great principle and a great pre- 
cedent to be followed in the conduct of the 
ordinary business of the House in future, 
and this, to his mind, differentiated the 
present proposal from any similar Motion 
ever before the House. In 1887, when 
closure by compartments was proposed 
on the Coercion Bill, the Bill had been 
fitteen days in Committee, and it was 
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notorious that there was an open declara- 
tion by Members for Nationalist consti- 
tuencies that they would exercise every 
form of the House to prevent the Bill 
being passed. On the other hand, the 
Government claimed that the passage of 
the Bill was necessary to protect life and 
property, and secure law and order in 
Ireland. On the Home Rule Bill of 1893 
@ similar state of things arose The Bill 
had been twenty-eight days in Com- 
mittee, and was opposed by a strong and 
powerful Opposition, who declared openly 
that they would exercise every device in 
their power to prevent its passing. So 
two years ago on the Education Bill, the 
Bill had been twenty-eight days in Com- 
amittee,and there was an Opposition which 
did not disguise the fact that it intended 
to use every possible means to defeat the 
measure. Could it be honestly said that 
there were now, as then, special circum- 
stances justifying a desperate and special 
expedient ? The real facts were notorious. 
‘On several occasions, when the House 
was ready for a division the Government 
Whips had put up speakers to postpone a 
division until their supporters had arrived, 
{Opposition cheers.} If the Prime 
Minister could have come to the House, 
as the Leader of the House on former 
occasions, and have been able to say, 
“*We have done our best; but here is 
@ Bill which has been obstructed in such 
@ way and so long that unless you 
allow us to take some extraordinary 
remedy the will of the majority will be 
absolutely set at nought by the minority,” 
then there might have been something to 
say for the Resolution, though its form 
would still be open to great objection. 
But the Prime Minister made no such 
demand. His argument all through his 
speech was that under the existing 
system no great measure introduced by 
any Government, if vigorously opposed, 
could be passed into law without some 
such device as closure by compartments. 
That argument entirely changed the 
whole character of his demand. They 
were asked to create a new precedent 
which would be put into force for all 
time in the House, namely, to declare 
that where there were no exceptional 
circumstances or difficulties, where there 
was no obstruction, and no _ crisis, 
abstract powers should be put in force 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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to close discussion on a measure of the 
most far-reaching importance. 


The Prime Minister stated that under 
the present system of transacting business 
there was a very gloomy future before 
the House of Commons, and that there 
were only two alternatives, viz., ab- 
solute impotence and closure by com- 
partments. Surely such a _ prospect 
ought to give pause to every 
believer in Parliamentary institutions. 
If the country once came to the conclu- 
sion that the House was impotent, that 
it was unable to transact the legislation 
brought before it, or to supply an 
effective check by discussion ani had 
degenerated into a mere talking shop, 
the House of Commons would receive 
and would deserve the contempt of the 
people. It would not occupy a much 
better position in the eyes of the people 
and the country generally if it were 
proved that the only way in which 
any Government could in the future 
pass a great measure was by putting a 
stop to deliberation and suppressing free 
speech. If it became a regular practice, 
the House would have ceased to be a 
deliberative Assembly, and would merely 
register the decrees of a small number of 
gentlemen calléd a Cabinet. The whole 
ratson @ étre of the Assembly would have 
disappeared, and that alternative would 
be just as fatal to the survival of repre- 
sentative and Parliamentary institutions 
in this country as the other alternative 
of impotence to which the Prime 
Minister had alluded. There was a 
possibility only hinted at by the right 
hon. Gentleman of some great statesman 
in the future being able so to arrange 
the rules of the House that it would be 
able to transact its business. But no 
new Rules of Procedure would cure the 
disease from which the House was 
suffering. Since the year 1832 there 
had been eighteen Committees of the 
House of Commons deliberating upon 
new Rules. Again and again reforms had 
been introduced to facilitate the business 
of the House, and yet year by year the 
difficulties had been increasing. In 1902 
they had a brand new code of Rules 
brought in by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself for the purpose of facilitating 
business. The House should recollect 
the circumstances under which those 
Rules [were introduced. They were 
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brought in by probably one of the 
ablest statesmen England had ever seen, 
who was surrounded by a galaxy of 
talent, backed by an unexampled 
majority, and possessing absolute powers 
to carry any proposals he chose to bring 
forward. After mature deliberation a 
series of new Rules were introduced 
which, in the words of the Prime 
Minister— 

“Would leave this House . . . not merely 
as a machine for passing legislation, but a free 
arena in which questions interesting to the 
country may be discussed.” 

And now, after two years experience, 
the right hon. Gentleman told the House 
there were only two alternatives before 
them—one of absolute impotence and 
the other closure by compartments. 


But a far more serious consideration 
than the effect of this Motion upon this or 
that measure was the future of the 
House of Commons as a deliberative 
and legislative Assembly. It was amaz- 
ing to him that he had not heard any 
speaker go to the root of the matter. 
The House was attempting an impossible 
task—a task day by day becoming more 
impossible under the new conditions 
that had arisen owing to a variety of 
causes. It was physically impossible 
that one lezislative Assembly, even if it 
sat every day in the year, could fulfil 
the duties of a great Imperial Senate and 
also the duties of half-a-dozen local 
Parliaments as well. It was perfectly 
true that his argument on these pro- 
cedure questions was always the same, 
but every session’s experience demon- 
strated the truth and increased the force 
of his contention. He was not now 
arguing for Home Rule for Ireland, that 
question rested upon an ent‘rely different 
set of considerations; he was trying in 
all seriousness of spirit to look at the 
question from the point of view of the 
House, of a Member of the House of 
Commons, and of a man who was a 
believer in Parliamentary institutions, 
and in all seriousness he declared that 
the Government were subjecting Parlia- 
mentary institutions to a strain they 
could not stand, and under which they 
would completely break down if the 
present course were persisted in. The 
more coercive proceedings of this kind 
were proposed, the more they would have 
to be increased. No more humiliating 
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confession of the breakdown of the 
Parliamentary machine could have been 
maile than that of the Prime Minister, 
viz., impotence or the “gag.” The 
closure when first proposed was put 
forward as a device which would be 
used only in exceptional circumstances ; 
it was a strong andi drastic medicine 
to be applied only in cases of grave 
disorder; it had now become a part of 
the ordinary everyday diet of the House 
of Commons. So it would be with 
closure by compartments. For the first 
time, the House was being asked to 
adopt this procedure, not to ease the 
dangers of a special situation, but on 
general principles to enable the Govern- 
ment to carry a great measure in the 
face of a vigorous Opposition. In a 
comparatively short space of time the 
House would find closure by compart- 
ments a part of its ordinary everyday 
procedure. 

Not only the possibility, but the 
absolut2 absurdity of the present system 
was self-evident. The House of Com- 
mons was the great Senate of th: 
Empire, governing great Imperial in- 
terests of hundreds of millions of people 
in different parts of the world—an 
Assembly whose time ought to be de- 
voted to the consideration of questions 
upon which, perhaps, the peace of the 
world or the interests of humanity 
depended ; and it was at the same tim: 
the local Parliament of England, Scot- 
land, Wales, and Ireland, charged with 
the duty of legislating for ani super- 
vising the administration of the smallest 
local and comparatively insignificant 
affairs of each portion of the so-called 
United Kingdom. The result was 
lamentable, but it was also ludicrous. 
At one moment this great Imperial 
Senate was called upon to discuss ques- 
tions of Imperial importance affectinz 
the whole Empire, and sometimes the 
whole civilised world; and then, suddenly, 
those questions were automatically hunz 
up in order that the same Imperial 
Senate might discuss the dismissal of 
a policeman in Ireland or the alleged 
interference with St. Winifred’s Well in 
Wales. The other day he was visited by a 
distinguished official from one of the most 
distant parts of the Empire. This 
gentleman had been absent from Enz- 
land for many years, ani returned filled 
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with the proudest thoughts of the great- 
ness of the Empire. Never having heard 
a debate in the House of Commons, he 
asked him (the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber) to secure him a place under the 
gallery. He entered the House with 
feelings almost of reverential awe, and 
then to his amazement he heard the 
House discussing for an hour and a half 
how best to deal with bugs and fleas in 
tenement houses. The position was ab- 
solutely ludicrous; it was also very 
serious. The latest edition of the Rules 
of Procedure were admitted by this 
Resolution to have been an absolute 
failure, and the closure by compart- 
ments would degrade, humiliate, and 
finally destroy. The House of Commons 
was being gradually suffocated and 
strangled to death, its only hope was to 
follow the example of other great nations 
similarly circumstanced by making a 
distinction between Imperial and local 
concerns, and thus affording time for 
the efficient government of both. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not 
repeat the criticism which I have previ- 
ously passed upon some of the interven- 
tions in our constitutional debates by the 
hon. Member, for he has referred to that 
criticism in a very good-humoured spirit ; 
and as to the contention which he has 
advanced to-day, I do not at all traverse 
one of the main pillars upon which he has 
built his thesis—namely, that this House 
does devote too much time to the details 
of measures, and thereby to a certain ex- 
tent loses the sense of proportion and has 
not enough time to consider the principles 
of measures. I will point out to the hon. 
Member that he is in absolute disagree- 
ment with an eminent statesman who 
agrees with him on the subject of Home 
Rule in advancing that proposition, for 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Montrose complains—he did not pretend, 
he could not pretend, that any great 
principle underlying this Bill was undis- 
cussed—what he said was that in order to 
make it a workable measure, in order that 
it might really carry out the intentions 
of its framers and of the House, it was 
necessary that the cetails should be 
hammered out on the floor of the House. 
It is no great interest of mine to knock 
together the heads of two such 
eminent peisons who evidently, although 
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they are going to vote on the same side, 
approach this matter from an entirely 
different standpoint, Home Rulers though 
they both be. The hon. Gentleman in his 
defence of the British Constitution seen s 
to me to have forgotten facts in the 
historic career of himself and the Party 
which he leads because he told us, unless 
I entirely misunderstood his meaning, 
that he had always opposed Motions of 
this kind. ¥§v3i3 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No. Isaid 
the the Irish Party had invariably cast 
their votes against interference with 
freedom of speech and the rights of 
private Members of this House. I believe 
that statement is quite accurate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [do not wish 
to put into the hon. Gentleman’s words 
any meaning which he did not intend to 
put into them himself. But surely he 
meant the House to understand that 
closure by compartments was an inter- 
ference with the freedom of speech and 
the rights of the House, and so neither 
he nor his friends could support it; nor 
had they been found to support it in the 
past. The hon. Gentleman has forgotten 
what has taken place. To begin with, he 
did not vote against the closure by com- 
partments on the Education Bill two 
years ago. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


here; I was in America. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: None of his 
friends did. In the second place, he did 
vote for the closure by compartments 
both of the Home Rule Bill and of the 
Evicted Tenants Bill. I quite under- 
stand. Ido not complain. The kon. 
Gentleman, in pursuance of what, no 
doubt, are perfectly legitimate tactics, 
desires to support the Opposition in this 
particular controversy. But do not let 
him come down to the House and, with 
an airof Roman virtue, declare that now 
he is merely carrying out a policy pursued 
in fair weather and in rainy weather alike 
by himself and his friends throughout a 
long period of Parliamentary history. 
If he goes back to the records of this 
House he will find that no such case can 
be made out. 


I was not 


I anv sorry that the course which 
this debate has taken will compel 
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me, in the few minutes which I shall 
occupy in the reply which courtesy to the 
House requires me to make, to deal with 
some accusations which are of a more or 
less personal character, and are rather 
on one side of the important proposition 
which we are asked to discuss to-day. 
The right hon. Gentleman who opened 
the debate this afternoon, in a speech of 
great courtesy, attacked me in a manner 
which I do not complain of fornot having 
been present all through the debates in 
Committee on this Bill, his view 
being that my absence from some of 
these debates in Committee disqualified 
me for forming an opinion of the pro- 
priety or impropriety of the steps I am 
now asking the House to adopt. Well, 
Sir, it is perfectly true that this Bill is 
not under my personal conduct. As the 
right hon. Gentleman says, I believe, 
for good or for evil, I have personally 
conducted more important measures 
through this House than any Member 
of it fnow living, and the House wiil 
admit, I think, thatI have never shrunk 
from the labour of detail which that | 
responsibility throws upon me. But I 
do not believe that it is in accordance 
with precedent or in the best interests | 
of this House that it should be under- | 


stood as a matter of course that the | 
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ably engaged in matters which, if not of 
more importance, at all events involve 
much greater personal labour and exer- 
tion. Even as regards this Bill, I may 
say that I made a speech on the First 
Reading of it, that I made a speech on 
the Second Reading, and that I have 
intervened once or twice while it has been 
in Committee, and those interventions 
have been objected to by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Nobody can say I have left 
this Bill severely alone in the sense, for 
instance, in which Mr. Smith left to me 
the sole conduct of the Crimes Act and 
other large measures of Irish legislation 
with which, while he was Leader, I was en- 
trusted. 


That is perhaps a small matter, 
But I am afraid there is one other 
personal point which I cannot leave wholly 
alone. I have not been merely accused 
of leaving this Bill without sufficient 
superintendence, I have been accused, in 
perfectly unmistakable language, of hav- 
ing had my judgment as rezards this Bill 
entirely perverted by the society which, 
according to the hon. Member for Spen 
Valley Division, I have been accustomed 
to keep. He refers, I understand, to the 
two or three days in the year which I am 
sorry to say are all, while in office, that I 


Leader of the House for the time being is | have been able to give to my constitu- 
to be responsible for all its important | ency. But that minute fragment of the 
Bills. The right hon. Gentleman alluded | year, according to the hon. Gentleman’s 
to my lamented friend Mr. Smith, and | judgment, has been enough to corrupt at 
said he was present throughout the | its source any estimate which I am able 
debates on the Crimes Act. Sir, he was | to frame upon a question in which licence- 
rarely present; he entrusted to me the | holders or brewers may be concerned. 
whole responsibility for the conduct of | Well, Sir, I do not know that the hon. 
that measure, and I do not think he | Member's estimate of my judgment isa 
thought it necessary to sit through the | matter on which I need detain the House, 
debates. May I be permitted to make but I deeply regret that he should have 
this further addition to what I have said thought it desirable in his interests or in 
on this subject? Some Members of the es tare interests to make a personal 
House seem to be of opinion that it is | attack upon me which involved the repu- 
in pursuit of some personal leisure | tations of two other persons, one of who.n 
that I am absent from this Bench. I)| has long been dead, and the other of 
can only say that the moments of | Whom is in no sense open to the insinua- 
greatest repose which I have in the | tion or suggestion which the hon, Gentle- 





course of a somewhuit laborious official 
career are the moments I spend on this 
Bench. It may not be agreeable to listen 
to a series of tirades directed either 
against myself or against the policy of 
the Government, but it is not fatiguing. 
If I am not jpresent upon this Bench, 





I can assure the House that I am invari- 


man, taking advantage of his position in 
this House, has made against him. He 
has chosen to attack my present chair- 
man. My present chairman has never 
made any observation to me directly or 
indirectly upon this Bill or upon any 
other question of Governmental policy. 
But, in any case, as far as I am aware, 
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his interests are no more affected by this 
Bill than the interests of the chairman of 
the hon. Gentleman himself, and I assume 
that the chairman of the hon. Gentleman 
is neither a brewer nor a licence-holder. 
And I must say the case is far worse 
with reference to the suggestion made by 
the hon. Member in regard to one who 
was many years ago my chairman and 
who was a brewer. 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley): I made no reference to 
him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman talked of scandals in my con- 
stituency, which can only be interpreted 
as having reference to a story of which I 
just heard —— 


Mr. WHITTAKER: I was making no 
reference to that gentleman. I was 
referring to the scandals in Manchester 
—the well-known scandals in connection 
with the watch committee, of which Sir 
John Marks was chairman,and the police. 
That is why I referred to the chief 
constable. I am afraid the right hon. 
Gentleman does not know of them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iadmit I donot 
closely follow municipal affairs, which 
have nothing to do with my connection 
with Manchester. 

Mr. WHITTAKER: A national 
scandal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman wishes to attack the Corpora- 
tion of Manchester or any member of it 
he is at liberty to do so, but do not let 
him associate me with matters of that 
kind. The sincerity of the hon. Gentle- 
man is beyond doubt; of his charity I 
have seen but few fragments. I think it 
would be well, I will not say for him, but 
for his cause, if he could persuade the 
House or anybody else that what ani- 
mates him in this matter is not a personal 
aversion to a trade or to a class, but a 
desire to carry out that which this Bill 
will undoubtedly carry out—namely, a 
great temperance reform. The hon. 
Gentleman says that we are the slaves 
of a trade. May I point out to 
him and to the House that we do 
conceive that this measure, in addition to 
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all that we have a right to hope from it in 
the direction of temperance reform, does, 
in our opinion, do justice to a trade? We 
have never disguised that, and we believe 
it; and, what is more, that has been part 
of the creed of the vast majority of the 
Gentlemen sitting on this side of the 
House. If it be true that we are doing 
justice to a particular trade, are we dis- 
graced because that trade expresses its 
desire to see that justice doneto it? Can 
anything be more childish than to sup- 
pose that becausethe licence-holder desires 
to see this Bill pass ——[Opposirtioy} 
cries of “The brewer.”) We will not 
quarrel. The licence-holder, the brewer, 
the holders of brewery shares, the insur- 
ance companies who hold brewery shares, 
in which, I daresay, the hon. Gentleman 
has insured his life—they may all be pro- 
tected from injustice by this Bill; and 
why should they not say so, and what dis- 
grace is there if we, holding the view that 
we are doing them a benefit, should accept 
these over-statements of their gratitude ? 
The hon. Gentleman talked of our coming 
to “the crack of the whip.” I suppose 
he meant the votes which this Bill is 
expected to give to the present holders 
of office. That sporting metaphor is 
capable of extension. I could not help 
looking at the face of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Irish Party while 
the hon. Member for the Spen Valley 
was speaking, and I thought I saw a 
faint smile cross his face, probably pro- 
duced by a reminiscence of the Evicted 
Tenants Bill, to which I shall refer in a 
moment, and I thought that, after all, 
perhaps “the crack of the whip” had 
been heard before in other quarters. And 
in a moment of unaccustomed prophecy 
I looked forward and I thought it not 
impossible that from the same quarter, 
and adjusted to the same victims, “ the 
crack of the whip” might be heard at no 
distant date. [Cheers and some Oppo- 
SITION cries of “‘When?”] Well, when- 
ever the followers of the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Waterford are in 
the position they were in between the 
years 1893 and 1895. I do not know 
that that position will recur, but I think 
it may; and then the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Spen Valley will have 
ample experience in illustration of the 
constitutional position which at present 
gives him such acute pain. 
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I turn from the hon. Member for Spen 
Valley to the defenders of the Constitu- 
tion—the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Fife, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose. I think they can hardly 
have examined or refreshed their memory 
with anything connected with the previous 
incidents which are parallel to this occa- 
sion except in giving a most devoted 
study to the speeches I have made on 
these occasions. I accuse them of no 
neglect in that respect, but in every other 
respect they have really fallen into 
blunder after blunder. Some of these blun- 
ders I will venture to bring to the notice 
of the House. In the first place the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
has told us that I am the first person 
and that this is the first occasion on 
which any such measure has been pro- 
posed without making obstruction the 
chief argument in favour of it. That is 
a complete delusion. I have not looked 
up my own speeches on the Education 
Bill, but I have looked through Mr. 
Gladstone’s speech on the Home Rule 
Bill and the speech of the right hon. 
Gentieman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, who moved a corresponding 
Motion to this on the Evicted Tenants 
Bill, and neither of those statesmen 
made any nearer reference to obstruction 
than I have made myself. I pointed out 
that if progress was to be at this rate the 
Bill would never be finished. I pointed 
out, as the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Monmouth pointed out, that 
the number of Amendments on the Paper 
was such that it was incredible that in 
any reasonable time we should be able to 
dispose of them. The only difference 
between us was that, while the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite appealed to twenty- 
two pages of Amendments, it was my 
privilege to appeal to sixty-five pages of 
Amendments. In other words, I had an 
argument precisely three times as strong 
as he was able to produce. So much for 
the first point. 


The next accusation made against me, 
also by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose, is that I have 
devised an entirely new principle to 
justify this violation of the liberties of 
the House. I have not put it, he says, 
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on obstruction, but I have put it on the 
general principle that the House cannot 
conduct its business if it is required to 
sit during the length of time which evi- 
dently would be required were this Bill 
to follow its natural course. I agree 
that that was my main argument, and 
I also admit that when I used it I 
was not conscious that I was guilty of 
plagiarism. Butit has been since pointed 
out to me that precisely that argument, 
almost in my words, was used by Mr. 
Gladstone on a precisely similar occasion 
—that is to say, on the closure of the 
Home Rule Bill on the 29th of June, 
1893. Mr. Gladstone said — 

‘‘We are compelled, by the arrangement of 
our finances, to regulate our Parliamentary 
sroceedings by the revolution of the year. 
Fut, the year containing twelve months. it 
is obviously impossible for the Members 
of this House to devote the whole of those 
twelve months to the direct discharge of 
their public duties within these walls. The 
common practice of Parliament has been for 
the last sixty years, since the passing of the first 
Reform Act, to devote six months, or perhaps 
seven months, to the discharge of those duties; 
and, in assigning to them so large a portion of 
the year, I believe I may correctly say Parlia- 
ment has gone beyond what has ever been 
atteinpted—beyond what has ever been done 


by any other deliberative Assembly in the 
world.” 


That is precisely the general argument 
which [ have used to the House. So 
much for the new principle which the 
right hon. Gentleman, far above my 


merits, credits me with having dis- 
covered in defence of the present 
proposal. But let us go a little closer 


into this matter. ‘The three defenders 
of the Constitution to whom I have 
referred were all responsible both for the 
closure by compartments on the Home 
Rule Bill and for the closure by compart- 
ments upon the Evicted Tenants Bill. 
The two charges made against this 
proceeding are, in the first place, that we 
are putting on the closure too quickly, 
and the other is that the closure we 
desire to put on will exclude the dis- 
cussion of very important questions; the 
compartments are too small. I will 
examine both these propositions in the 
light of precedent in which the right 
hon. Gentleman took a leading part. 
As regards the length of time during 
which the discussion has gone on, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member ‘or 


East Fife talked about x days as 
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having been spent in Committee; but 
the time taken in the Committee on 
the Evicted Tenants Bill was only 
two days. What is the reply to that ? 
The reply made by the other side is 
that: the Evicted Tenants Bill stood 
by itself, that it was a great measure of 
public order ; and that if it had not been 
carried through this House, if further de- 
lay had been allowed, there would have 
been crime in the winter and agrarian 
disorganisation in Ireland for many 
months. So flimsy a pretext has never, 
T think, been seriously advanced in this 
House by responsible statesmen. Let 
me remind them of some of the dates. 
They came into office in 1892, but the 
claims of social order in Ireland are not 
attempted to be dealt with until 1894. 
That is nearly three years. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that a Com- 
mission was appointed. Z 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would remind me of 
that Commission. It is perfectly true that 
the right hon. Gentleman and his friends 
appointed a Commission. It sat and it 
reported in the spring of 1893—let the 
House mark the date—while the Home 
Rule Bill was going on; and I presume 
t was on the Report of that Commission 
that the right hon. Gentleman and his 
friends thought this was a pressing ques- 
tion in connection with public order in 
Ireland. Ido not blame them, even in 
the interests of public order in Ireland, 
for not interrupting the discussions on 
the Home Rule Bill to carry out the 
Raport of the Commission. But whatdid 
they do when the Hone Rule Bill was 
kicked out by the House of Lords? Did 
they then go on with the Evicted Ten- 
ants Bill, which was des red so urgently 
to preserve law and order in Ireland ? 
Not at all. They oocupied six months 
more of the session—we sat, as the House 
remembers, to a date in the following 
year—with the English Parish Councils 
Bill and other matters, no doubt of con- 
siderable parochial i nportance, but mat- 
ters which no one can pretend ought to 
stand in the way of a measure which was 
really require1 to preserve law and order 
inIreland. That brings me to 1894. And 
then what did they do about this 
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measure required for law and order in 
Ireland? We have been told that we 
have shown an iniquitous disregard for 
the interests of the House because 
we only introduced the Licensing Bill on 
20th Aprilofthis year. I admit that they 
have the better of us there by fully twenty- 

four hours, because their Bill for pre- 

serving law and order in Ireland was 
introduced on 19th April. But though we 
cannot compete with them as to the date 
of introduction, we really can compete 
with them as to the ardour and the 
urgency with which we pursued our 
policy. We have been reproached on 
that subject also. We have been told 
that the House had almost forgotten 
where they left off with the Licensing 
Bill, so great was the delay that occurred 
between the introduction and the later 
Stages of it. We are only now in the very 
first daysof July. When does the House 
think this urgent measure of law and 
order, introduced on 19th April was read 
a second time? Exactly three months 
after its introduction. Law and order 
in Ireland had to wait for Welsh Dis- 
establishment, the death duties, and other 
matters, no doubt of great importance, 
but of less importance than law and order 
in Ireland, which had to wait for these 
three months, And yet we are seriously 
told that a Bill which was only read a 
second time on 20th July, some months 
after the Commission reported, was of 
such an urgent character that after two 
days in Committee the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Monmouth was 
justified in coming down and in a speech 
which in Hansard takes up, I think, a 
column, and in which law and order does 
not appear any more than obstruction, 
or if it appears, scarcely appears—we are 
told that closure by compartment was 
absolutely necessary. No, Sir, it was the 
crack of that whip of which we have 
heard so much, which produced this 
immediate necessity for dealing with law 
and order which would no longer wait. 
and for which the liberties of debate 
and the dignity of this House were s0 
readily sacrificed by such ardent sup- 
porters of the British Constitution as the 
Member for Waterford and his friends. 
So much for the first count in the indict- 
ment, which says that we have introduced 
this closure too early in the proceedings. 
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Now we come to the second count, and 
I venture to think a much more important 
count, in the indictment, which says that 
our compartments are so contrived that 
nothing like adequate discussion can be 
found for the questions that remain. [Op- 
position cheers.] I am surprised after the 
little historical] disquisition I have given to 
the House that that should be cheered 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite. I am not 
going through, compartment by com- 
partment, the arrangements made by 
Mr. Gladstone and the three defenders of 
the Constitution with regard to the 
Home Rule Bill, but I will take one com- 
partment as a specimen. It is the week- 
long compartment, which comprised five 
Parliamentary days, and was concluded 
on 15th July. In those five days 
eighteen clauses were to be discussed ; an 
average of three or three-and-a-quarter 
aday. What were those clauses? Did 
they consist of those details which the 
right hon. Member for Montrose think 
ought to be so carefully smoothed out, 
and made watertight and practicable on 
the floor of the House? I will tell the 
House what they contained. The first 
one dealt with the absolutely vital 
question as to whether the Irish Mem- 
bers in this House were or were not to 
be allowed to vote upon questions which 
affected only England, Scotland, or 
Wales, perhaps the most crucial point in 
the whole Bill. During the course of 
those five days, in fact I think on the 
last day but one of the five—and this 
was the first of eighteen clauses to be 
embraced in the five days—on the 
penultimate day of that compartment, 
it seems almost incredible, but it is the 
fact, Mr. Gladstone came down and told 
the House, ‘ We have entirely altered 
the plan of this Bill.” He told the 
House that, whereas his original idea, 
the idea which we had discussed for four 
days, had been to have the Irish Mem- 
bers in this House only for purposes in 
which Ireland was concerned, he had 
come to the conclusion after four days 
debate that they must be included for 
all purposes. And when he made that 
declaration there was only one day re- 
maining in the compartment, so we 
literally had to decide this, which was 
not detail but a fundamental constitu- 
tional principle, under closure in the last 
day of the compartment. That is not 
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nearly all, because there remained the 
seventeen other clauses. And what did 
these seventeen clauses deal with? De- 
tails comparable to Clause 3 in this Bill ? 
They dealt with the whole complicated 
financial proposals of the Bill with regard 
to the Consolidated Fund, the hereditary 
revenues, the financial arrangements be- 
tween Great Britain and Ireland, and 
with regard to the Irish Consolidated 
Fund, the local taxation accounts, and 
money Bills. I do not think I have 
finishel the enumeration, but I think I 
have said enough. Where were the de- 
fenders of the Constitution when that 
was done? Where was the Member for 
Wolverhampton, the Member for East 
Fife, the Member for Montrose ? 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : What did 


you say to it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was on that 
side of the House. They were cheering 
on their great Lealer; that was their 
notion of closure by co npartments, that 
was the length of time they thought 
ought to be given to the details of a 
Bill. And then they actually come 
down here and tell us, the very men 
who thought two days in Committee a 
sufficient allowance in the case of the 
Evicted Tenants Bill before closure by 
compartment was moved, and a com- 
partment of five days long enough in 
which to discuss eighteen clauses of the 
character which I have described—these 
men come down, and, with an indigna- 
tion which I will not say is mock, but 
which surely is founded upon a most 
convenient forgetfulness, they accuse us 
of having gone too far in this matter. I 
have been taunted, almost, with not 
accusing hon. Gentlemen of obstruction. 
Well, I do not mean to accuse them of 
obstruction now. They may take it as 
an accusation or not as they please, | 
will state a fact which I do not believe 
a single one o° them will deny. It is 
this — were the House to accept this 
Amendment, and were the House there- 
upon to plunge into the sixty-five pages 
of Amendments already upon the Paper, 
which, as I said on Friday, are probably 
mere rude and inadequate sketches of 
the changes that would be proposed if 
we went on as we are doing now, I do 
state as a fact that the Parliamentary 
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machine would break down. I do not Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 


believe there is a single man on the 
other side of the House who doubts it. 
{Opposition cries of ‘‘Oh!”] I go the 
length, not of saying that they desire 
in the abstract that the Parliamentary 
machine should break down, but that 
they do emphatically desire that it 
should break down while we have the 
management of it; they all know it; 
it is common talk. If it were not com- 
mon talk, you have only got to look at 
the Order Paper, and you can see that 
it is true. And are we to be debarred 
from taking a proceeding which, com- 
pared with what they have done in the 
past, sinks into absolute insignificance 
because they are of opinion that the 
Parliamentary liberties, which have 
survived the action of Mr. Gladstone on 
the Home Rule Bill, and have survived 
the action of the Member for Monmouth 
on the Evicted Tenants Bill, are now 
imperilled by the modest proposals we 
are making? [Opposition cries of 
“Oh!”] Perhaps not modest absolutely, 
modest relatively, modest as compared 
with what a greater peneration than we 
have attempted and carried successfully 
against resistance. I do not think the 
contention would stand for a moment. 
The truth is that if the House decided 
not to pass this Motion, they will do 
nothing for their own liberties. The 
precedents that those Gentlemen, when 
they come into office, will look back on, 
are not our precedents on this Bill, they 
are their own precedents on other Bills. 
What you would do would be to destroy 
the chances of the passage of a Bill 
which I believe in my heart and 
conscience is going, not only to 
do justice to a trade, but is going to do 
mor: for temperance reform in this 
country not merely than anything which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have done, for 
they have done nothing in twenty years, 
but more than anything which their 
proposals, or any proposals of theirs with 
which I am acquainted, could have 
effected if carried into law. I therefore 
hope that, not merely in the interests of 
what to me appear the true interests of 
this great legislative Assembly, but in the 
interests also of the particular Bill with 
which we are concerned, the House will, 
by an overwhelming majority, support us 
in the action we are taking. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Boroughs) said that the Prime Minister, 
in making his interesting comparison 
anent the Home Rule Bill and the 
Evicted Tenants Bill and this Bill had 
forgotten the sequel to the Home Rules 
Bill. That Bill, too, was eighty-foure 





days in Committee, ten times as long as 

‘the right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
| give to the present measure, although he 
did not think anyone would say that the 
Home Rule question was ten times more 
important than the temperance question 
to the country. The sequel was that the 
Home Rule Bill, very largely because of 
the compartment closure, was thrown out 
| by the House of Lords ; an appeal was 
|then made to the country, and the 
| country took the same view as had the 
| Opposition of that day. That was a 
| story of some significance for the right 
/hon. Gentleman. With regard to the 
| Evicted Tenants Bill, his withers were 
unwrung, for he agreed with the then 
Opposition and did not hin-self yote for 
the closure Motion, thinking it a great 
mistake and a dangerous precedent which 
trenched on the liberties of Parliament, 
and what happened afterwards justified 
his action. He agreed that each case 
| must be taken on its merits. But in the 
case of the Evicted Tenants Bill, a pro- 
posal merely to spend £250,000—wisely 
or unwisely—upon the settlement of 
a vexed question in Ireland was not to 
be compared for one moment in matter 
and magnitude to the proposals in the 
Bill introduced by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 





Take each case, said the right 
hon. Gentleman, on its merits; but had 
the right hon. Gentleman taken the 
present case on its merits? What he had 
done was to evolvea fantastic theory 
about the allocation of Parliamentary 
time. It was a most preposterous theory 
that legislation must go through with- 
out criticism. The Home Rule Bill 
had been discussed in the countiy 
for six years, and came before the 
House as the result of a mandate. 
What about the present proposals’ 
The right hon. Gentleman rather 
scoffed at a mandate. He would not 
argue that the House of Commons had 
no right to pass any Bill unless the 
subject matter had been the subject of 
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consideration before the House 
elected. That was not the point here. 
[he point here was not a constitutional 
point, but a point of honour. 
leaders of a Party went to the country 
ani said to the electors, ‘“‘ You are askel 
to settle one question, ani vou are not 
asked to express any opinion on other 
questions,” deliberately, with a view to 
procuring the votes of men who disagree 1 
with them, it might not be a breach of 
the Constitution to break that pledge, 
but every man of honour would respect 
it. If before a general election the 
country had been thrashing out all 


the objections to a question, and then | 


came to the conclusion that despite the 
difficulties which existed it would try 
the experiment, and if the Opposition 
afterwards proceedel to raise the same 
criticisms ad infinitum, with a view to 
destroving the Bill, surely, in that case 
the decision of the country would be an 
element in considering the amount of 
time to be given to the discussion. 
But in this case the question was not 
considered ; it was brushed aside. More 
than that. Whenever proposals of this 
character were advanced in previous 
Parliaments the protest in the country 
was so strong that the Government of 
the day were obliged to respect the feel- 
ings of the country and drop their pro- 
posals. Yet, these proposals were intro- 
duced now merely as a result of pressure 
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| Seriously affect the well-being of the 
| people than the question of temperance 


lezislation. Itaffe:te1 millions of house- 


If the | holis; touched the habits of the people ; 


| and it was a question which had brought 
| miseryandru‘n tohundreds and thousands 
|of homes. What question coull 
| Parliament consider better than that ? 
| The right hon. Gentleman referred to the 
evils connected with the Beerhouses Act 
of 1869; but that Act was passed with- 
out consideration, and in a moment of 
hurry. That Act had brought untold 
evilson the country and surely that should 
be a warning tothem. Had the Govern- 
ment considerel this question canlidly 
and sincerely on its merits, or had they 
been animated by other considerations ? 
Had they considered it from the point of 
view of Party difficulties, and with a view 
of prolonging their own official life? If 
they had, such a thing would be an act 
of treason to the free institutions of this 
country. What was the position? The 
Prime Minister, when he introduced the 
Motion, proved that he had not really 
considered the whole of his own Bill in 
relation to this Motion. Heenumerated 
four questions which had, he said, already 
been adopted in Committee. They were 
the basis of compensation, tied houses, 
and time limit, and new licences. Two 
out of those questions had never even 
been reached, and yet the right hon. 
| Gentleman did not know it. 





from a section of the right hon. Gentle- | 


man’s own Party. That was the condi- 


tion of the matter. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
/hon. Member has misquoted me. 


There was another ground on which | 


the guillotine might be jntroduced and | 


that was the ground of emergency. 
He would not deal with that. He 
had voted for the guillotine before, and 
might vote for it again; 
nevertheless a crude and barbarous 
method of dealing with a difficulty 
which, he agreed with the hon. Member 
for Waterford, could never be dealt with 
until they had devolved matters of 
detail on local assemblies. As long, how- 
ever, as this Parliament decided to retain 
all matters great and small there must 
be something of the kind. But they 
should consider the importance and diffi- 
culty of the question to be dealt with. 
There was no question more important 
or more difficult ; or no question with 
reference to which a blunder would more 


but it was! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
|certain he had not. The right hon. 
|Gentleman said those questions had 
| already been debated. 
| 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was perfectly 
aware that Clause 4 is the clause which 
deals with future licences, and of cours? 
we have not reached that; but it has 
been referred to and the general principl> 
of it. I thought it was a matter of 
common agreement. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
question wus whether it had been debated 
and surely that was most important. 
His hon. friend the Member for the Spen 
Valley had stated the case very moder- 
ately when he said that Clauses 2 and 3 

X 2 
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were to receive half aday each. They 
had three and a quarter hours for each 
clause. The cardinal questions inside the 
two clauses which must still be debated, 
were the question that it should be left 
to the discretion of the justices to decide 
the compensation, the basis of compen- 
sation, the question of whether retail 
or wholesale profits should come into 
the computation (a provision affecting 
85 per cent. of the public-houses in the 
country and which would double the 
a nount of compensation)—the question 
of who was to receive the compensation, 
the question of what proportion, the 
cuestion of who was to make the valua- 
tion, and the question raised by the hon. 
Member for the Brightside Division. 
Surely they n.ust get a division on these 
cuestions. because it was right that the 
country should know how every Member 
voted upon those questions. That left 
one and three quarter hours to debate 
seven cardinal propositions, about fifteen 
ininutes to each proposition, surely that 
was reducing the House of Commons to 
a perfect farce as far as discussion was 
concerned. But they all knew why it 
was done. The discussion about the 
division between the brewer and the 
publican came at the end of the clause 
when it could not now be raised. It was 
a question which the Government did 
not want discussed, naturally. But the 
Government had not considered it from 
that point of view, they were simply look- 
ing at the Parliamentary situation. The 
Prime Minister had to drop the Budget. 
He came back to the brewers, and there 
was a little bit of sugar in that so it 
fermented a little. There was a contrast 
between last week and this week. When 
the Budget was on the business was 
“flat, stale, and unprofitable,” but last 
week they were fermenting in the 
brewers’ mash tub. They had lost the 
confidence of the country. The one 
question the country was interested in 
at the present moment was when the 
Government was going to take its “ off- 
licence.”” By-election after by-election 
had gone against them in spite of every 
effort and every manceuvre. They actu- 
ally threw over the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham as a 
sort of Jonah to pacify the storm, but 
still the waves were just as high. 
That was what the Standard said. The 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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Standard was of opinion that they had 
not drowned him but merely ducked 
him, and that he was still lurking some- 
where near the steering gear, but still the 
storm was raging. They had the country 
against them und they were merely 
keeping things going until something 
cropped up and they could put their 
fiscal reform scheme upon the market. 
The market was depressed. In the 
language of the Stock Exchange protec- 
tion had weakened in sympathy with 
slavery. Because the country had no 
confidence in the Government, the 
representatives of the country in this 
House were to lose their right ‘to criticise 
this measure. That was the real position. 


If the right hon. Gentleman had a Par- 
liamentary majority in which he had 
confidence this was not a thing that he 
would propose to the House of Commons. 
It was because he had no confidence in 
them that he was going to force this Bill 
through without giving the House an 
opportunity of properly considering it. 
It was because the Covernment had 
made up their minds to stick to office 
through thick and thin. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been very hard on those 
whose weakness was drunkenness, but he 
ought to be a little more tender to the 
weaknesses of human nature. They did 
not all lie in the same direction. With 
some it was drunkenness ; with others it 
was office. But it was the business of 
the House to closely watch these things. 
This House had to see that things of 
this sort were not done to create evil 
precedents; to rush through Bills 
monstrous in themselves, without the 
House of Commons holding a firm grasp 
on them and doing something in orde: 
to improve them by way of Amendments. 
What was the urgency for this? It 
could not be the Budget, because there 
was not very much of that left. Was 
it the Army? There was no hurry there 
at all. The right hon. Gentleman was 
putting it through from time to time. 
He had a mandate there. The country 
expected him to deal with it; the War 
Minister said it was the most urgent 
problem of the moment, but the right 
hon. Gentleman, the head of the Defence 
Committee—a Committee charged with 
the defence of the Empire—who had 
been heralded as the greatest strategist 
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since the Duke of Wellington, said there 
was no hurry, and he had laid aside the 
sword in order to turn the spigot. It 
was not the Army. Then it must be 
the Welsh Coercion Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman said there were two conten- 
tious measures they must push forward 
this session, this and the Welsh Coercion 
Bill, or the Defaulting Authorities Bill 
as it was called. What was the urgency 
there? Again, the urgency there was 
not a social but a political one—a Party 
one. The Bishops were in arnw against 
the Licensing Bill, and the Prime Minister 
gently hinted that he had a spiteful 
little Bill against the Welsh Noncon- 
formists which he would give to them 
if they were good boys. They had all 
come to the conclusion that this was a 
pernicious Bill, greatly affecting the 
material and moral welfare of their flock. 
But the Prime Minister said, ‘“‘ Never 
mind ”—that he would give them some- 
thing in return; that he wouid hand 
over the Welsh county councils to 
them. The whole thing was tainted 
with corruption from the beginning to 
end. When the Prin.e Minister replied 
to the charge of the hon. Member for the 
Spen Valley that he was coming to heel 
at the crack of the whip, he did not 
deny it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do deny it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 
hon. Gentleman denied that, but not in 
a very enthusiastic way, with his eyes 
closed. How could he deny it? When 
did he first say he was going to bringin a 
Bill of some sort? After the Rye and 
Woolwich elections; after the brewers 
had said, to quote the words of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Memberfor Montrose, 
“You have got to do it, or we will chuck 
you out.” It was the policy of retalia- 
tion. That was no doubt where the 
right hon. Gentleman got his idea of the 
big revolyer. ‘This was purely ani 
simply a matter of bribery and corrup- 
tion. The Bill was not brought forward 
in the public interest, or because it was 
of great social urgency. It was con- 
sidered as a property—as a matter 
of electioneering. The Prime Minister 


said to himself, “I may have offended 


every man who would like to see the 
business of the country transacted in.an 
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efficient way; I may have alienated all 
those who do not like to see the resourc:s 
of the country squandere1; I may have 
hurt the consciences of those who at any 
rate like a policy to be put in straight- 
forward language; I may have alienated 
all the moral forces of the lani by a Bill 
of this sort. But in time tocome I shall 
have one friend by me, and my Govern- 
ment will stagger to the polls arm in 
arm with the assistance of the trade”— 
a trade which, in the opinion of the 
great Judges of the land, had filled our 
gaols with criminals and our asylums 
with lunatics, and which, in the opinion 
of every expert in social reform, hal 
increased and deepened the degradation 
and distress of hundreds and thousan |s 
of the people. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said the Prime Minister's proposal had 
placed some of the moderate temperance 
men who occupied seats behind the right 
hon. Gentleman in a position of consider- 
able difficulty, and they were in doubt 
whether upon this question they could 
support the Government. They thought 
the Motion for closure was premature ; 
and that there were matters in the Bill 
which required, but woull be excluded 
from, discussion; and, finally, in view of 
thetreatment which the righthon. Baronet 
the Member for Devonshire and some 0: 
his supporters—of whom he was one— 
received last Wednesday, he thought they 
had a right to enter a protest. As to the 
treatment of which he had spoken, he 
recalled that on Wednesday the Solicitor- 
General explained certain words in the 
first clause of the Bill, and if his exposi- 
tion was correct, the right hon. Gentle- 
man carried with him the sentiment of 
almost everyone on the Government si .e 
of the House, and ofa very large number 


of Members of the Opposition. But there 
arose a difference of opinion upon 
the point among many high le-al 


authorities, and it was alleged that the 
Courts of Law would put a different 
construction to that which the Solicitor- 
General placed upon the clause unless 
its wording were amended. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
hardly in order in discussing a particular 
Amendment. 
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Mr. MIDDLEMORE: I was anxious 
to explain my position, Mr. Speaker, 
and if you will allow me to say one 
word more, and only one, I think it could 
be done. After the Solicitor-General had 
consented to amend the phraseology, the 
Prime Minister declined to accept any 
Amendment, and many hon. Members 
felt that they we-:e unreasonably dealt 
with by such action. 


*Mr. SPEAKER again intervened. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE expressed regret 
that he had erred so much, and said he 
would not refer again to the topic which 
hal been ruled out of order. There 
vas a question of confiscation—confisca- 
tion of the rights of private Members. 
He thought it was quite clear that there 
would be no confiscation if there were no 
obstruction. Between obstruction and 
the means of overcoming obstruction, it 
seemed to him that the rights of private 
Members were likely to pass away. If 
those rights were snatched away they 
must certainly pass to the Cabinet. 
Unless there was some process of dealing 
with the legislation of the country and 
doing something to relieve the Govern- 
nent of responsibility for it, he could 
not see how the House could, for a genera- 
tion longer, re'rain an independent body. 
‘Lhe time might come when it would be 
a breach of faith for a Member to vote 
against the Government representing 
the Party to which he belonged, just as 
it was now for a member o! the Ameri- 
can Federal Collece to vote against his 
Party. He would not wish to be a 
Member of the House on such despicable 
terms. While freedom was left to him, 
he would venture, at any rate on this 
occasion, to vote against a Government 
which he was most anxious to support 
on Unionist, Imperialist, and __ fiscal 
questions. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) thought the Prime Minister 
was hardly justified in claiming to have 
given more notice of this Resolution 
than had been given on former occasions. 
On Wednesday night he mentioned, in a 
nonchalant manner, that he intended to 
bring forward a Motion to accelerate 
the Licensing Bill. In consequence 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s new- 
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fangled rules of procedure, Thursday 
and Friday were practically dies non, 
as Thursdays were devoted to Supply, 
and Fridays were, to a large extent, given 
to private Members’ Bills, and Members 
had, in consequence, become, to a much 
larger extent than was formerly the 
case, “‘ week-enders.’’ A notice therefore 
only appearing in Thursday’s Paper for 
such important business on Friday was 
therefore rather sharp. He would pro- 
'bably not be doing the right hon. 
|Gentleman any injustice if he stated 
'that the Prime Minister’s expectation 
| was to get the Resolution through on 
| Friday without much discussion, but by 
this time he had probably discovered 
|that the Motion was regarded by the 
| House in a very serious light. Person- 
ally, he agreed that one or two of the 
precelents set by Liberal Governments 
in th's matter were not very good ones, 
and certainly some of the measures 
which had eventuated from such drastic 
proceedines did not go to justify the 
procelure. Many of the provisions of 
|the Crimes Act of 1887 were dropped 
'before the election of 1892, while the 
| Education Act of 1902 was produc- 
|ing altogether unfcreseen consequences, 
;and would have to be altered from 
| top to bottom. But every one of these 
‘cases must be considered on its 
‘merits. ‘Ihe Prime Minister had not 
| based his case on the usual grounds at 
all; in fact his speech dealt with so 
|many matters that it alone in the olden 
| days would have afforded matter for six 
‘or seven days discussion. He had 
| referred to the Budget, for instance, as 
| uncontroversial. There never was a 
year in which the Budget required to be 
more Closely scrutinised ; and it was not 
at all certain that it had escaped the 
taint of recent fiscal controversies. 


The right hon. Gentleman had admitted 
| in specific terms that his Motion did con- 
| tract the liberties of the House and had 
argued that if it were not passed the 
House of Commons would become 8 
wholly impotent Assembly. A bad work- 
man always complained of his tools. 
Never had any Leader of the House less 
reason to complain of the forms of pro- 
cedure or of the conduct of the Opposition 
than the present Prime Minister. There 
had been so many alterations in theStand- 
ing Orders that Memberssometimeshardly 
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knew where they were. The whole aim 
of those alterations had been to fetter 
Members and fritter away the control of 
the House of Commons over the executive 
Government. He wondered sometimes 
what was the idea of the supporters of 
the Government of the House of Com- 
mons? Did they really regard it as a 
deliberative Assembly? One would 
fancv that their only idea of their duties 
was to come down and register the 
decrees of the Government without 
debate, without question, without con- 
sideration. One hon. Member actually 
asked the other day whether it was in 
order to attack a Cabinet Minister. 
Good heavens! What were Ministers 
there for but to be criticised and 
attacked 2 The enormous change that 
hai taken place in the relation of the 
House of Commons to the Government. 
of the Cay even in his own time could 
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Order No. 18 was still unfinished, and in 
its present form it was unmitigated 
nonsense and a positive discredit to the 
Government. But it marked in a most 
striking way the slatternly way in which 
the business was conducted by the right 
hon. Gentleman. During two or three 
days before Easter the House hardly 
knew what it was goinz to do. 
The House sat for forty-seven days 
before the Licensing Bill was _ intro- 
duced; sixty-four days of the session 
elapsed before the Second Reading was 
taken, and seventy-four days passed 
before the Committee stage was reached. 
No instance could be given of so much 
time being allowed to run by before a 
first-class Government measure was 
introduced and dealt with. Con- 
stant alterations and postponements 
and substitutions had taken place, and 





in regard to the whole conduct of the 


hardly be imagined. Up to quite recently, | business of the House there had been a 
for instance, the Government had, by ; chopping and chanzing annoying to the 


Standing Orders, only control of two 
out of every five hours during which 
the House sat. It was now, so far 
as the other side of the House was con- 
cerned, simply a machine to register the 
decrees and wishes of the Government. 
It was a striking fact that in the days 
when the greatest legislation was passed 
through Parliament the Government had 
the least control of the time of the 
House. Now, although he had re- 
modelled the Rules and had a large 
majority at his back, impatient of 
debate and quite ready to vote for 
anything, the right hon. Gentleman 
came forward and confessed himself 
impotent. The House would never per- 
form its proper function until it adopted 
some well-matured system of devolution 
and delegation of its powers. Where the 
Prime Minister had erred was that in the 
general conduct of the business of the 
House, and more especially during the 
present session, he had failed to recognise 
that the House of Commons, after all, 
had in it a great deal of human nature 
He relied too much upon rules and 
the particular hour of the clock. That 
was contrary to the old spirit of the 
proceedings in the House of Commons. 
Anyone who took up the Standing 
Orders of the House would at once see 
the nature of the Prime Minister’s 


management of the business. Standing 


last degree to hon. Members who desired 
to discharge their Parliamentary duties 
| conscientiously. They all knew that the 
reason for all this was that the Govern- 
ment could not make up their minds 
until the last moment. 


As to the conduct of the Licensing Bill, 
he did not think the Prime Minister had 
been quite fair to the Home Secretary, 
who had been given three hours hard 
labour upstairs for three days a week upon 
another measure which he would never 
carry—the Aliens Bill. With regard to 
the part takea by the Solicitor-General in 
the discussions upon this Bill, the right 
hon. Gentleman was not an Englishman, 
and they ought to have had repre- 
senting the Government somebody who 
had been au courant with the current of 
temperance reform in this country. In 
his opinion the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury committed a solecism and an offence 
against the House by coming in late 
during the discussion on Wednesiay last 
ani putting his foot down upon 
a common agreement which had 
almost been arrived at on both sides 
of the House. When this interference 
took place, the debate had been con- 
ducted with terse argumentative speeches 
which manifested a real desire to get 
at the root of the matter, and that was 
the state of things last Wednesday when 
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the Prime Minister hurried in and put 
his foot down upon the whole thing. 
The flourishing of these sixty-five pages 
of, Amendments by the Prime Minister 
was a little unworthy of him, because 
hon. Members knew that these Amend- 
ments vanished like snow when the 
governing principles had been disposed 
of, and many of the Amendments were 
duplicates. But they had had some- 
thing else this session besides the general 
mismanagement and nonchalance of the 
Frime Minister, for there had been a 
certain slackness in attendance on this 
and other Bills of hon. Gentleman 
opposite. [MInIsTERIAL cries of “No, 
no!”] Upon what, however, did the 
authority of the House rest? Surely the 
representative principle. From that 
point of view the authority of the 
Government was slipping away. The 
Standard of that morning said, referring 
to the Sowerby election— 

“The figires are disappointing. The lesson 
is unmistakable. — It testifies beyond all reason- 
able doubt to the unwelcome truth that the 
Government have lost and continue to lose 
ground throughout the country.” 


He put it to the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the time had not almost 
arrived when self-respecting men ought 
no longer to refrain from taking the 
judgment o! the country. Knowing as 
he did that individually those sitting on 
the Treasury Bench were honourable 
English gentlemen he was astonishel 
that collectively they could remain 
Ministers for a single moment after the 
evidence of by-elections—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going a little too far in 
discussing the general position of the 
attitude of the Government with regard 
to all these measures. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said the petitions 
presented to the House _ testified 
to the overwhelming opinion of the 
country against the Bill. Meetings 
of opponents of the measure 
had been held all over the coun- 
try; but it had been found impossible 
to get a meeting in its favour. There 
was this volume of opinion against the 
Bill because it was perceived by those 
great social and religious elements which 
existed in our midst, and were the salva- 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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tion and life of this country, that this Bill 
struck against moral and social reform. 
The great army of workers in those 
causes were to a man opposed to the 
Bill. He listened with pain to the callous 
words which the Prime Minister let fali 
about those who suffered from this great 
evil, ‘those people are ruined by their 
gross and criminal indulgence.” The 
Prime Minister had no pity for the 
drunkard, or word of sympathy for the 
widow and orphan. [MINISTERIAL ories 
of “Oh!’’] From the Treasury Bench 
the word justice was applied solely to 
a particular trade, and not in any way 
to its fruits or its victims. What was to his 
mind the most shocking and astounding 
element of the whole situation was that 
that Bill marked the high-water mark of 
that era of materialism upon which we 
had entered. It was because the people 
were a God-fearing people [MINISTERIAL 
cries of “Oh” and “ Order!” J, that with 
a sure instinct they had perceived the 
real tendency of this Bill. It was because 
—giving credit to every hon. Member 
opposite for holding the opposite opinion 
with sincerity—he was satisfied the Reso- 
lution was brought in and pressed on 
with a view of passing an evil measure. 
that it would meet with his unmitigated 
opposition. Hon. Members opposite 
might rest assured that the Op- 
position repudiated this Bill from 
top to bottom, and if it was carried, 
especially in the way proposed, they 
washed their hands of it, and on the 
first opportunity that came to them, and 
come it would, sooner or later—and he 
earnestly hoped sooner—this Bill woull 
be effaced from the Statute-book. 


*Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwoo?) 
suid he would not attempt to follow the 
last speaker beyond thanking him for the 
lesson he had read to hon. Members on 
that side, which no doubt would be most 
thankfully received by all the Members 
of the Party, as to the slackness of their 
attendance in the debates. He ventured 
to hope that those remarks would lead 
to what no doubt the hon. Member 
intended, namely, better attendance in 
future. He wished to make a personal 
statement, instead of giving a silent vote 
on th's question, which he regarde1 as 
one of very great magnitude. It wasa 
question in which he was most deeply 
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interested. He was one of those who | 
hai not voted for the Second Readinz of | 
the Bill. He was one of those who | 
voted against the Government and in 
favour,of a fourteen years time limit, 
because he believed with all his heart 
that a time limit was most necessary in 
this Bill. He objected to the turning of | 
a licence into a vested interest. He had | 
yoted on several other occasions against | 
the Government, and he supposed that 
before the end of the chapter he would | 
find occasion to do so agaia. Holding | 
these views, it had been his determination | 
to vote against the Resolution now 
before the House. Thinzs had occurred 
which had completely altered that deter- | 
mination, and the thing that weighed | 
with him more than anvthing else was | 
the speech which was delivered earlier in | 
this discussion by th> hon. Member for | 
the Spen Valley Division. The hon. | 
Member was regarded, and rightly re- | 
garded, as one of the leaders of the | 
temperance party; he had long been a | 
standard bearer; and he had done most | 
excellent work in the temperance cause | 
throughout vhe country. The hon. | 
Member was invaluable on the Royal | 
Commission, and having enjoyed his | 
personal friendship for many years he 
would understand that if he said any- 
thing adverse about him he said it with 
great reluctance. He hoped he would | 
say nothing that would cause the) 
hon. Member any pain. He confessed 
that when he heard the speech of the 
hon. Member he was filled with more 
indignation than he had ever felt on any | 
subject during the twelve vears he had 
been a Member of this House. He 
ventured to say that that speech was 
unworthy of the hon. Member. It was 
unlike his own self. He thought the | 
hon. Member had been carried away by 
those about him and led to say rather 
more than he was inclined to say. He! 
thought that speech had done harm to 
the temperance cause. He did not think 
the temperance cause was advanced by 
intemperate language, and the attack on 
the Prime Minister was one which would | 
be resented by many temperance people 
throughout the country. He wished the 
hon. Member to understand what the 
effect of that speech had been on him. 
It would lead him not to vote with the 
hon. Member in the lobby into which he 
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would go, but in the Government lobby. 
There was no statesman living or deal 
who hai ever sat on the front bench 


(Procedure). 


| who had done so much for the temperance 


cause as the Prim2 Minister. { Laughter. ] 
Hon. Members might laugh, but would 
they tell him who was the statesman? 


He called for an answer. Would they 
tell him who the statesman was’ There 
was an Act now on the Statute- 


| book of this country which had done, 


was doing, and in future would do, 
an enormous amount of good to 
suve the rising generation from the 
evils of strong drink. How did 
that Bill get through. He thought he 
hal as good a right to speak on this 
subiect as any one else. It never would 
haye got through but for the Prime 
Minister who gave facilities for its being 
passed. It was to the credit of the 
Prime Minister that that Bill was passed 


| —a Bill which was doing so much good 


for the children of the land. Who 
brought in the Licensing Bill of 1902 ? 
Who brought in the Scotch Licensing Bill 
of 1903 ? Hon. Members opposite had not 
told him who had done more than the 
present occupants of the Treasury Bench 
for the cause of temperance. He chal- 


| lenged hon. Members to say who had done 


more in that cause than the right hon. 
Gentleman. He was sorry the right 
hon. Gentleman was not in his place at 
the present moment because he was 
going to make an earnest appeal to him. 
He himself thought it was premature to 
bring forward the Resolution now before 
the House. He thought the Prime 
Minister had not given sufficient time 
for the discussion of this most important 
measure. Great issues were dependent 
upon it. He was going to ask the Prime 
Minister, if not too late now, to be a 
little more generous and to give a few 
more days for the Committee stage and 
the report stage. There were many hon. 


| Members on the Government side of the 


House who would agree with him when 
he said that they had been treated in a 
niggardly way. ‘The Prime Minister 
might have given them more time for 
the discussion of the measure. He had 
thought it right to state the reasons 
which had led him to support the Reso- 
lution and to dissociate himself entirely 
from the attack on the Prime Minister. In 
making this protest as a temperance man 
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and a moderate speaker he thought he | tives was one that they did not willingly 
had not in any way departe1 from the | associate themselves with. 


courtesies of debate. He would consider for a moment 
whether it would be desirable to make 

*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- | closure by compartments a part of 
ton) said he hoped the House would not ordinary Parliamentary procedure. It 
suppose he was the less hearty in his | was a necessary part of our procedure in 
support of the Amendment if he began | Committee that Amendments should be 
his remarks by saying that he thought} taken in strict verbal order and that 
in this matter every Member of the House | during the discussion upon each Amend- 
was now not in a Party but in a judicial | ment speakers should be confined to that 
position. They were not discussing | which was thus before the House, and 
what legislation was to be. They were | should be forbidden to refer to subsequent 
discussing what the privileges of the | Amendments even though they were far 
House for discussing legislation were to | more important. It followed that if the 
be. He hal before pointed out that the | total length of the discussion were fixed, 
Rules of the House which govern pro-| the necessary discussion on the earlier 
cedure were Rules to protect the weak. | Amendments left the later ones without 
They were like the Rules of a game. _It | the possibility of any debate or criticism. 
should be a matter of honour with each in-| A Minister could thus by the use of 
dividual Member not to interfere with the | closure by compartments shield any 
sanctity of those rules which were to| portion of the machinery of a Bill from 
protect him when he was in a minority. | open criticism on the floor of the 
In this case there were only two questions | House. They were not allowed to 
to be considered. The first was raised by i|discuss the details of a Bill when 
the tone of the Prime Minister in bringing | they were discussing the Second Reading. 
this Resolution before the House. | This was natural because a roving dis- 
The right hon. Gentleman brought it | cussion of the details of a Bill would 
forward in a way which intimated that | Jessen the value of the debate on its 
he looked upon th's form of closure as | principle. Yet they were goinz to allow 
an ordinary feature of Parliamentary | a Minister so to mould the time 
procedure, and having said that there for point by point criticism of the Bill 
was but a short time left of the session, | that much of it would pass without being 
he sat down with the air of one who had | examined at all. It made it a matter of 
said enough to justify his proposal without haphazard what was to be discusse 1] at all, 
giving anv grounds based upon the nature | and a Minister would be enabled to shield 
of the Bill, or the seriousness of the occa-| what might be most important in the 
s‘on, for using this particular remedy. machinery entirely from Parliamentary 
This raised the first question on which | criticism. Let him give an example from 
they had to decide, viz.—‘‘Are we going | the Bill. So far as the broad principle 
to admit closure by compartments as an | of the Bill was concerned to establish 
ordinary Parliamentary procedure, to be | compensation by equalising the loss of a 
used by the Leader of the majority of the | licence over the trade, he thought that 
House as and when he pleased? If they | principle had supporters on both sides 
were prepared to do this let it be done, of the House. But it was the way in 
but do not let the present majority do | which it was done, and still more the in- 
it in respect of particular measures | direct consequences of the machinery by 
before it was made the Rule of the House. | which it was done that made it a cloak 
If they abused their power in this respect for largely increasing the value of the 
they were in this dilemma : either | licensed houses, and handing over this 
the other side would retaliate, and Par-| huge property to the brewers and the 
liamentary procedure would be thereby | licence-holders. It was that which they, 
lowered, or the other side would not | on that side of the House, most strongly 
retaliate because they had a keener sense | opposed ; because they felt that it would 
of Parliamentary honour than those who | cripple the cause of temperance in the 
now formed the majority. He thought |future. This great evil lurked in what 
that hon. Members on the other side might be called the detailed arrangement 
would feel that each of these alterna- of the Bill—the objects of the Bill—and 


Mr. Tritton. 
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not in the principle of giving compensa- | Armagh, who said that he was sent there 


They believed that | to keep the Unionist Government in 
these so called details were the main} power, whether they were right or 
object of the Bill, and that so far as the | wrong—that that was allhisduty. They 
aims of its authors were concerned the | knew perfectly well that the hon. and 
Bill would become more valuable for the | gallant Member did not really mean that 
object in view if everything connected | he felt himself free to act otherwise than 
with the machinery broke down. |honourably, but the profession of such 

The second question was whether, if | sentiments weakened the moral hold which 
the procedure was to remain an excep- | the members of the Party had on the 
tional one the present Bill was an occasion | Government, and which might have pre- 
when it should be resorted to. He had Vented this Motion ever being brought 
listened to nine-tenths of the debate, | forward. What he claimed was, that 
nad he had not heard a shadow of a case | the Government should know that a 
| Motion like this, unless justified in the 


tion from the trade. 


made out for applying this procedure ir | 


the case of this particular Bill. The only 
rgunent of the Prime Minister was that 
six and a half months was the full Par- 
liamentary time at the disposal of the 
House; but did the Prime Minister say 
that it was a hard and fast necessity that 
the House should rise on the 9th or 12th 
August, and that they could not sit for a 
week later to discuss the machinery of a 
Bill on which the whole licensing system of 
England depended ? Was that considera- 
tion to overrice all public welfare? This 
was not a case like that of the Home 
Rule Bill, when over eighty days were 
taken up with discussion; but only a 
question of a week or a fortnight more— 


which short period would not have been | 


required if there had been a proper 
economy of Parliamentary time at the 
beginning of the session. Could it be sug- 
gested that the House must necessarily 
rise in the beginning of August ? If so, 
that was a short ani easy method for 
getting important Bills through without 
discussion. The Government might intro- 
duce at the beginning of the session Dog 
Bills and other petty measures, and put 
off their more important Bills till a late 


‘eyes of an impartial tribunal, would 
/not receive favour from even the 
Tight hon. Gentleman’s own side. 
| He was sure there never was a Bill more 
| stamped with all that should make hon. 
| Members shrink from shielding it from 
| public criticism. It was professedly a Bill 
| to alter the existing state of things in 
|favour of a private body of people. 
| Beyond question these licences had been 
|granted under safeguards which were 
/now proposed to be removed. Speaker 
|after speaker had admitted that the 
existence of the present powers of the 
| licensing magistrates had greatly dimin- 
ished the value of the licences. 





* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and learned 
|Member is now discussing the merits of 
| the Bill. 


*Mr. MOULTON said he only meant to 
demonstrate that this was a type of Bill 
| which ought not to be dealt with in the 
|manner proposed by the Resolution of 
| the Prime Minister. He would begin at 
ithe other end. What circumstances 
| would warrant such 2 procedure? If a 


period of the Parliamentary year, and | Bill was of an urgent character, if it was 
then say that there was to be no detailed | one on which public order depended, and 
criticism of them. This surrender of the the time at the disposal of the House 
tights of criticism and discussion by the | would not suffice for its minute criticism, 
whole House was not in the interest | it might be necessary that Parliament 
even of the Bills brought forward by the | should say ‘‘ We should rather have it in 
Government themselves. It deprived | the rough than not atall.” Butno such 
them of all moral claim to respect by | circumstances existed here. Deliberate 
subsequent Parliaments. And it was in| misconduct or obstruction on the part 








truth the individual members of the Party 
who were the cause of such steps being 
taken. Their disapproval would prevent 
the Government having resource to such 
measures. He knew the humorous ex- 
aggeration of the hon. Member for North 


| of the Opposition Party, paralysing by 
means of the forms of the House the 
realities which underlay those forms, 
might give a moral justification for 
| applying the drastic Motion proposed by 
the Prime Minister. But he thought 
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it was conceded by everybody that there 
had been no obstruction. The Prime 
Minister would not suggest that there 
had been obstruction. 
cested it the evidence of those who had 


been present throughout the debates | 
would have pointed to a very different | 


verdict. Nobody pretended that there 
had been obstruction. So that there 
was no justification for the closure on 
that ground. There might 
imaginable causes for such a Motion. A 
strong mandate might have been given 
from the country; the House might 
have been elected ad hoc to pass « par- 
ticular Bill, and if there was delay in 


passing the measure it might have been | 


said that the House was culpable 
because they were over-riding the 
wishes of the people. But he would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister if he could say, in his heart, 
that he was voicing the opinion of the 
country? If the mght hon. Gentleman 
were to look at the question impartially, 


he would be obliged to admit that the | 


country had repeatedly, by the results of 
recent elections, and by every method 
by which it could express its opinion, 
shown that it was against this change. 


Again, the character of this Bill was) 


such that the Government ought itself to 
shrink from applying this Motion. It 
was unquestionably a Bill in favour of 


a great organisation—probably the most | 


powerful— of the supporters of the Govern- 
ment. He did not for a moment say 
that devotion to temperance was con- 
fined to that side of the House. 
believed that some of the most ardent 
workers in the temperance cause were 
to be found on the Ministerial Benches. 
But there were two facts to which they 
could not shut their eyes. 
that the cursé of England was drink ; 
and the other was, that the main sup- 
port of the Unionist Party was the drink 
trade. This Bill was a Bill in favour of 
that great and powerful body. Heasked 
every hon. Member opposite who was in 
favour of temperance reform to examine 
themselves closely, and see whether by 
the proposal of the Prime Minister the 
cesire was not only to support Party 
ends, but to deprive them, as well as 
the Opposition, of the rights and privi- 
leges of Parliament. He was sure that 
if this House were going to maintain its 


Mr. Moulton. 
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If he had sug: | 


be other | 


He | 


One was, | 
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| liberties, dignity, and authority on 
| questions of procedure, hon. Gentlemen 
_ opposite must tell their leaders that they 
ought not to allow the use of their 
majority to prevent the full examina- 
tion of measures brought before the 
House and thus to override the rights of 
the minority. ; 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said he had some sympathy with 
/the hon. Member for the Spen Valley 
and other hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
desired to make drunken people sober 
by keeping sober people thirsty. He, 
however, regretted that the Prine 
Minister had had to closure this interest- 
ing Bill by compartments. Hon. Members 
on both sides, however, had brought 
that state of things on themselves. They 
could not have it both ways. If they 
spoke in an unlimited fashion on every 
subject under the sun from February to 
June, they could hardly expect to 
luxuriate in long speeches from June to 
August. It all arose from long speeches. 
To use an ordinary simile, it was im- 
possible to put a quart into a pint pot. 
lt was because speeches were so inordin- 
_ately long that the present state of 
affairs had arisen. He had been in 
constant attendance at the House during 
| the discussion on the Licensing Bill 
He did not trouble the House with any 
| trivial views of his own, but he might 
‘say now that he did not think that 
'the long speeches which had been 
delivered were entirely the fault of 
|hon. Members. He noticed in con- 
nection with this particular Bill that 
'when an hon. Gentleman spoke for 
'ten minutes, he found next n orning that 
the newspapers said, “After a few 
remarks from Mr. A—” or perhaps his 
;name was omitted altogether. On the 
|other hand, an _ hon. Gentleman 
| who spoke for fifty or sixty minute: 
‘and said everything that § every 
/one else had already said, found him- 
'self credited with three-quarters of ? 
column. Mr. A’s constitutents migh‘ 
say they would have to get rid of hin 
and the result was that he spoke longer, 
whereas Mr. B’s speeches never came to 
an end. With reference to the matter 
under discussion he would venture to 
| say that the only reason why the Prime 
| Minister was obliged to apply a leaf out 
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of Mr. Gladstone’s book to this interest- 
ing Bill was on account of long speeches. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said that there was one 
aspect of the question which had not 
yet received attention. He wished to 
refer to the way in which the Princi- 
pality of Wales was to be treated. The 
question whether Wales was to be in- 
cluded or excluded would in the ordinary 
way be discusse1 on Clause 9; but it 
would be impossible that the clause 
could be discussel if the Motion 
were carried. Before Clause 9 could 
be considered a number of varied 
and important questions would have to 
be discussed. Where, therefore, could the 
Welsh Members have an opportunity of 
urging that Wales should be excluded 
from the operation of the Act. A great 
deal had been said during the discussions 
on the Bill as to a mandate for it not 
being given in the case of Eneglani. No 
such question could possibly arise in the 
cise of Wales. For thirty-six years 
Wales hid given overwhelming majorities 
in favour of temperance legislation. 
The present Bill was a death blow to 
temperance in Wales. He appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to give the 
Welsh Members some opportunity of 
discussing this question. When any 
great contentious measure was brought 
forward the application of the Bill to 
Wales was always put in the last clause, 
and it was impossible for the Welsh Mem- 
bers to properly discuss the propriety of 
excluding Wales from the scope of the 
Rill when closure by compartments was 
applied. Wales had a_ special and 
exceptional position in this matter. 
It had been dealt with exceptionally by 
Parliament as regards temperance re- 
form. When the Welsh Local Veto Bill 
was before the House of Commons it was 
remarkable that twenty-five Welsh 
Members voted for it and only one against 
it. That was an indication of the posi- 
tion of Wales in regard to this great ques- 
tion. Therefore, it would be wise for 
the right hon. Gentleman to give an 
opportunity to the Welsh Members to 
discuss whether Wales should or should 
not be excluded. The right hon. Gentle- 
man refused that in the case of the 
Education Bill, and the result was that 


he now had to bring in a coercion Bill. 
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This trampling on a small nationatitv 
really did not pay the Government ia 
the end. Wales was a small country, 
but it had a might to be heard on this 
question, which vitally affected its well- 
being. 


*Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, Colleze) said the arzuments of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite made it very difficult 
to agree with their conclusions, yet, al- 
though he was a friend of the Government 
and of the Bill, he did azree with them to a 
large extent. He ventured to think that 
his right hon. friend the Prime Minister 
had not made out a case for the applica- 
tion of the closure procedure at this 
particular stage of the discussion. He 
understood the argument for the Motion 
was that the Bill dealt with a very 
limited issue, that its main subject had 
been amply discussed on First and 
Second Reading, and that the enormous 
mass of Amendments before the House 
either attacked again the main principle 
of the Bill or else atte npted to introduc2 
changes of the gen>ral law which it was 
not advisable or convenicnt to make at 
present. H> thought that would be a 
good case for applying the closure, even 
at such an early stage of the debate, but 
he did not think an impartial examina- 
tions of those dreadful sixty-five pages 
of Amendments would lead to the con- 
clusion that such an argument applied. 
The application of a scheme of compen- 
sation to our existing licensing law was a 
very difficult matter, and he did not 
wonder that a great many suggestions 
had be2n made in matters of detail, sone 
of which had already be2n adopted or 
met by the Solicitor-General, who had 
conducted the debate with such marked 
skill and good humour. He thought the 
greater part of the Amendments dealt 
with important matters, and were 
directed against the introduction into 
the general law of a very im- 
portant constitutional change. It 
seemed more than doubtful whether 
the authors of the Bill had really in- 
tended it to effect such a change. To 
many of them who were interested in the 
question of temperance reform it 
appeared that the change which limited 
the discretion of the magistrates as to a 
renewal of licence would really give away 
what he might call the key of the position 
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of temperance reform. They thought it 
almost a matter of conscience that this 
important question should be debated 
fairly, and he appealed to his right hon. 
friend to extend the limit of time allowed 
to the Bill so that such important ques- 
tions as this might receive adequate 
discussion. 


Licensing Bil! 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said that he did not think 
that the suggestion made by the right 
hon. Baronet would meet the views of the 
House. What he proposed to ask the 
House was this, if this Resolution were 
carried, could the Bill be properly dis- 
cussed? He cared very little for preced- 
entsin this matter, and less for opinions 
of the occupants of the Treasury Bench 
in past years and past Governments. The 
only question which, in his opinion, the 
House ought to have in view, in consider- 
ing the proposals of the Prime Minister, 
was whether or not, having regard to the 
particular Bill before the House, it could, 
if this Resolution were carried, be ade- 
quately and properly discussed. He had 
great sympathy with Governments who 
had but little time to carry through their 
business, but on this occasion his sym- 
pathy was not so great, because thev were 
now near the end of a session in which 
the time had been muddled away from 
the commencement. He quite admitted 
that the Parliamentary machine was not 
at present efficient. No business could 
be carried on satisfactorily by the 670 
Members of Parliament under the present 
procedure, and it was a very great pity, 
in his opinion, that the rules could not 
be amended in such a way as to enable 
Bills which had reached a certain stage 
to be carried over from one session of 
Parliament to the next, if within the 
ordinary limits of the session the Bill 
could not be adequately and properly 
discussed. He had listened with sorrow 
to the speech of the hon. Member for 
Norwood, who had the cause of temper- 
ance so much at heart. Everyone who 
had listened to temperance matters in 
this House would agree that the contribu- 
tions of the hon. Member for Norwood 
had been of the most excellent kind. His 
speeches, always short, were among the 
most eloquent heard in the House, and it 
was with pain and regret that he heard 
the hon. Member get up and say that he 
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was going to vote for this proposal 
because it was resisted by the Opposition. 
So far as the speech of the hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley was 
concerned, he would say nothing whatever 
about it, except that he agreed with every 
word that the hon. Memberhad said. ~ 


So far as the conduct of the Bill was con- 
cerned, he would say nothing about the 
Home Secretary, except that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not had much 
experience in conducting Bills throagh 
the House, that he did not trouble the 
House very much, and only occasionally 
read something which had been written 
down for him, or which he had written 
down himself. But no Bill had ever been 
conducted better than this, when the hon, 
and learned Gentleman the Solicitor- 
General was left in charge of it. He 
disagreed with one of his hon. friends who 
had stated that an Irishman ought not 
to be in charge of the Bill. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite 
was Solicitor-General for England, and 
even if, at the beginning of the discussion, 
he was not acquainted with the details 
of the English licensing system, he had 
shown that he could conduct the Bill 
moderately, sensibly, and with good 
humour. If the Solicitor-General hal 
been given carte blanche to listen to the 
speeches and consider the Amendment, 
he could have got the Bill through 
Committee, and it would have emerged 
from the ordeal in such a shape as to 
have commanded, at any rate,some respect 
in the eyes of the country. The Bill 
really required to be more fully discussed 
than an ordinary measure. Its source 
of origin was the brewers. Almost every 
reforming agency in the country dis- 
agreed with its proposals. The Prime 
Minister had declared the Bill to be in 
the interests of ‘eternal justice.” The 
Bishops, clergy, and ministers of all 
denominations were supposed to know 
something about justice—they certainly 
dealt in matters affecting eternity—and 
when the two elements were combined 
in eternal justice, surely the opinion of 
the Bishops and clergy, which was against 
the Bill, ought to carry some weight. 
But the right hon. Gentleman practically 
told the Bishops to stick to their lasts, to 
wear their own aprons, or whatever the 
proper phrase might be. Moreover, the 
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medical profession, who were concerned | 
mainly with the physique of the country, | 
had through some of their most eminent | 
representatives declared against the Bill. | 
The working of the measure depended | 
absolutely upon the details of the scheme, | 
and it was essential that those details | 
should be perfected as far as possible by 
the combined wisdom and intelligence of 
the House. It was impossible for even a 
single Amendment to be considered | 
satisfactorily in the time allotted to the | 
Bill, and consequently the measure would | 
not be properly discussed at all. If the 
procedure of the House was to be altered 
in any way, it should be done by a 
Resolution applying to the whole of, 
the business. The Committee stage was 
the most essential stage in connection 
with such a measure as the Licensing 
Bill. It wasa pity that on the Committee 
stage of such Bills there was not fuller 
freedom from Party ties. Many Members 
on the other side would be glad to vote 
on the questions affected without being | 
driven by the crack of the Party whip. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that the 
remarks of the hon. Member hardly 
applied to the Motion before the House. 


'sense of the country. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS admitted that 
he had wandered somewhat from his | 
general argument. The question was of | 
the greatest importance from the Parlia- | 
mentary point of view, and he would be | 
only too delighted if something could be | 
done to carry the business through. It was | 
the business of Parliament to do work. 
Hon. Members who had considered the 
matter must have been astounded at the 
waste of time in the House. The present 
proposal, however, would not save time. 
Apparently they could not get anything 
done until they began to waste time, 
but it was not by spasmodic changes of 
this kind that the dignity of the House 
of Commons would be upheld. He 
objected to the Licensing Bill, and there- 
fore objected to the proposals to hurry 
the Bill through. The Motion would | 





{4 Juty 1904} 


(Procedure). 546 


measure most keenly contested, and as 
such must be dealt with and carried 
through. It had been said that the 
Bishops and clergy were totally oppose t 
to the Bill, but the fact was that the 
Bishops had passed a resolution strongly 
in favour of a time limit. His idea of a 
time limit was that there should be some 
time at which the Bill should be recon- 
sidered and Parliament have an oppor- 
tunity of again pronouncing an opinion 
upon it. It was not fair, therefore, to 
say that the Bishops and clergy were 
opposed to the Bill as a whole. But 
there were many chairmen of quarter ses- 
sions who had spoken strongly in favour 
of the Bill, because they believed the prin- 
ciple on which it was based was a right 
one. He admitted fully that it ought 
to be discussed, because there were many 


|points on which it deserved considera- 


tion and he would strongly join in the 
appeal to the Government to enlarge the 
time for discussion. He should like to 
have an assurance from the Government 


| that they would fairly consider Amend- 


ments to be submitted from either side. 


| It was not to their interests to have a 


Bill forced through the House, and if it 
were it would be opposed to the moral 
The House, how- 
ever, should be master of its own busi- 
ness, and ought not to allow itself to be- 
come a laughing-stock in the country. The 
country expected the House of Commons 
to do business, and he thought with the 
Prime Minister, they ought to bring 
their business within moderate limits. 


i If the Government would grant a little 


more time, he did not despair of the 
Bill being fairly well discussed. There 
were still three stages of the Bill to ¢o 
through and they had no right to assume 
that the discussion would be of a per- 
functory character. A good deal of time 
had been wasted this session, and if three 
or four weeks discussion were allowed on 
the Committee stage of this Bill, the 
only effect would be that other im- 
portant measures would have to b> 
rushed through next month. He should 





form a very bad precedent to future | vote for the Resolution, but hoped the 
Governments, who would take advantage | Government would be ready to listen 
of it to transact the business of the|to a fair consideration of the Amend- 
country improperly. | ments. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire,| *Mx. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome) 
Honiton) freely admitted it was a Party | said that he should not have intervened 


| 
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in this debate but for the fact that he 
considered the course which the Govern- 
ment had adopted in regard to the 
Licensing Bill was a very serious one, not 
merely in connection with that measure, 
but also for the future well-being, and 
indeed the authority, of Parliament. He 
did not see how the Government could 
expect the country to give that assent 
and support which was supposed to be 
given to the measures passed by the House 
of Commons to a measure which was 
passed under the operation of the closure 
after such a very short and wholly inade- 
quate time had been allowed for the dis- 
cussion of the measure; and action of 
this kind prevented the House of 
Commons from being the master of its 
own business, and utterly took away from 
it the power of shaping its measures. It 
was the duty of the Government, not 
only to get measures through, but to 
afford the House of Commons adequate 


time and opportunities to discuss, 
at any rate, the leading features and 
provisions of this and other Bills. 
lf the Resolution before the House 


were adopted, he did not think any- 
one could say that the House had 
been afforded an adequate opportunity 
of locking into the most important parts 
of the Bill. It was all the more im- 
portant that the House should have an 
adequate opportunity to examine this 
measure c'osely, because the subject was 
a thorny and difficult one, which had 
been considered by a Royal Commission. 
When the Government brought in a 
Bill which was not in accordance with 
the recommendations made, either by the 
minority or the majority Reports of 
Lord Peel’s Commission, they ought 
to be specially careful to give the House 
of Commons time to examine the pro- 
visions of the measure, and to see the 
reasons why they had not carried out 
the suggestions made. He had listened 
with very great interest to-day and on 
Friday to the speeches which had been 
made on beth sides of the House. The 
hon. Member for Altrincham had said 
that he would vote for the proposal 
of the Government, though he admitted 
that he would doso with great uneasi- 
ness, because he thought the closure was 
a detestable action. That was very 
strong language for a supporter of the 
Government to use about their action. 


Mr. Barlow. 
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Other Members had suggested that if the 
Government could not see their way to 
give up this proposal they would, at any 
rate, give the House rather more time to 
examine the Bill than they proposed to 
do at present. Many such suggestions 
had come from the Government side of 
the House, and he hoped that those 
suggestions would lead to a modification 
of the proposals of the Government. 
The Bill was one which required careful 
examination. It dealt with very impor- 
tant. matters affecting the social life of 
the people of this country, and he was 
certain it could be—and he spoke in 
this way in no Party sense — very 
materially improved by adequate and 
reasonable discussion across the floor of 
the House. Some improvements had 
already been made, but most impor- 
tant parts of the Bill were as yet un- 
reached. It hal been said that the 
measure was not submitted to the 
country, and from that point of view, he 
thought the Government ought to give 
full and ample time in the Committee 
staze to see if the Bill could not be mate 
a more workable and reasonable measure 
than it was now. The discussion on the 
Opposition side of the House hal not 
been obstructive. If there had been any 
obstructive discussion it had been on the 
Government side of the House direct'y 
after the interval allowed for dinner. 
That was the only time when any acute 
observer could detect obstruction. On 
the Opposition side of the House they 
had endeavoured to discuss the Bill fairly 
and reasonably, with the idea of making 
ita more workable and better measure. 
He thought that if measures of ths 
kind were to be subjected to closure by 
compartments in the way proposed by 
the Government, when they had been so 
briefly discussed as this Bill had been, 
it would be a bad day for the 
country, for the House of Commons, and 
for constitutional government in this 
country. 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lanca- 
shire, Southport) said an appeal had been 
made by the hon. and learned Member 
for the Launceston Division to the Minis- 
terialists to consider this matter in a 
judical spirit, and it was because he was 
anxious to do so that he had determined 
to support the Government, as he did not 
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think any private feeling of his own ought 
to interfere with his judicial duty. He was 
personally against this proposal, and so 
far as he could, would resist any inter- 
ference with the rights and liberties of 
the House of Commons. It was a great 
pity that a Bill of the magnitude of the 
Licensing Bill should be rushed through 
the House, but he was in this far more 
serious difficulty. He believed that the 
Bill as framed and when carried would 
be in aid of temperance, and he 
yielded to no man in his anxiety to 
see the cause of temperance advanced. 
He also believei that this Bill would do 
another thing. It would remove the 
possibility of a grave injustice being 
done to a trade which had not deserved 
that injustice should be done to it. If he 
was right in that, the difficulty which 
presented itself to his mind was this, 
Was this Bill to be passed or not? If 
he could take seriously the protestations 
of his hon. friends opposite that they 
really wished the Bill to be fairly dis- 
cussed and passed if a proper measure, 
he might take another view in regard to 
the Resolutior ; but he regretted to say 
that he was afraij that the anxiety of 
his hon. friends opposite was that the 
Bill should not be passed in any form 
or state whatever. He had only to 
listen to the passionate invective of the 
hon. Member for spen Valley to find 
what was the Oppostion feeling in 
regard to this particular Bill. When he 
listened to the impertinent buffoonery 
of the hon. Member for Northampton 
[O»posttion erics of “ Oh!” and “ With- 
drav”’]—he felt it was a deliberate— 
{Renewed cries of “ Withiraw.”] 


Licensing Bill 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Orler, order! The 
hon. Member must not use discourteous 
language of another Member. 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL :I withdraw 
it, but if the hon. Member were here I do 
not think he would wish it withdrawn, 
for this reason—I think the hon. Member 
for Northampton takes pleasure in 
turning to ridicule matters before the 
House. [Cries of “ Withdraw.’’] 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
had withdrawn the words. 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL said he with- 
drew unreservedly and at once any expres- 
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sion he ought not to use, as he thought 
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any hon. Member would do. He looked 
upon the speech of the hon. Member for 
Northampton as a waste of time. In 
saying that he hoped he might be within 
the limits of Parliamentary etiquette. 
The hon. Member was apt, and took 
great delight in turning into ridicule 
matters which did not always seem to be 
subjects for ridicule; and these speeches 
showed him that there was @ wish 
on the other side of the House that this 
Bill should not become law. Therefore 
they came face to face with two alter- 
natives—either this Bill must pass or 
fail. If it was to be passed it seemed to 
him that after the speech of the Prime 
Minister the only way it could be passed 
was by the application of closure 
by compartments. If this was to be 
applied he joined with his hon friends 
who had just spoken, the two hon. 
Baronets below the gangway, who had 
askel that more time should be given to 
the discussion of the two great principles 
involved. He would like more time given 
to the consideration of the ultimate 
destination of the compersation and the 
allocation of it; and he would like to see 
the rights of the actual licence-holders pro- 
tectel beyond any possibility of their 
being taken fromthem. To say that this 
was a brewers’ measure entirely was nota 
just criticism of the Bill. It was not 
right to say that this Bill was dictated 
by the brewers. It was a Bill required 
by the public and by the whole of 
the licensed trade in the interests 
of temperance. He asked that the 
interests of the servants of the brewers 
and of the public in this matter 
should be safeguarded, and that a nple 
opportunity would be given to discuss 
the rights that they had under this Bill. 
He said again that this was a measure in 
favour of temperance, and he spoke with 
some knowledge. He had had as much 
experience, if not more, than a great 
many hon. Members in regard to the 
working of the Licensing Acts of this 
country, and he said without fear of 
contradiction that many benches of 
magistrates had refrained from taking 
away licences which otherwise they 
would have taken away, and thereby 
reduced the number of licences, because 
they felt that they could not do so 
without the risk of doing an injustice, 
Y 
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and they thought that the lesser 0' 


two evils was the better to choose on 
those particular occasions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ‘The 
hon. Member is discussing the n erits of 
the Bill and not the Motion. 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL said he had 
not meant to say more than that it was 
a temperance measure, and he regretted 
that he had been tempted to go beyond 
that and to give the reasons for thinking 
that it was a temperance measure. The 
Bill was one which the majority of 
the House wanted tosee carried. It was 
a Bill of the ¢.eatest importance, and 
if hon. Gentlemen were to go to the 
country upon the Bill, he had very little 
doubt that the voice of the country would 
be in favour of it. The question was 
whether they were to subordinate the 
wishes of the majority to the prejudices 
of the minority. 


There was only one other topic he 
wished to discuss, and _ that was 
that the opportunity seemed to have 
been taken by the somewhat intemperate 
advocates of temperance outside the 
House of Commons to make the passing 
of this Resolution a vehicle for threats 
against individual Members of the House. 
He himself had been the recipient of letter 
aiter letter from persons threatening to 
do all in their power to wake others 
vote against him night and day if 
he supported this Resolution. He 
knew whence that class of letters 
came, and he knew how to treat them. 
But if one thing would induce him to do 
his best to support the Government in 
this matter it would be the threat that 
any private injury could occur to himself 
for doing what he believed it to be his 
honourable duty to do on this occasion. 
He had no wish to trespass on 
the time of the House any longer, 
and he regretted that in almost his first 
speech in the House he should have been 
betrayed into using an expression with 
regard to the hon. Member for North- 
ampton, which was unparliamentary and 
which he had withdrawn. He felt 
very strongly on this subject, and he 
regretted the action which was generally 
taken by a section of the temperance 
party on this question. He maintained 


that hon. Members on the Ministerial side , 


Wr. Marshall Hall. 
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of the House were just as keenly 
interested in temperance as his hon, 
friends opposite; and it was because he 
was an advocate of temperance, and 
because he honestly believed that the 
Bill would do good, and _ because he 
believed that the Resolution under dis- 
cussion was the only way in which this 
Bill could be passed into law, that he 
would give his vote for the Prime 
Minister’s Motion, and take the conse- 
quences, whatever they might be to 
himself. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that it was because of the strength 
of the feeling that the necessity of the 
case demanded a more careful considera- 
tion of this Bill than could be given to 
it if the House assented to the proposal 
of the Prime Minister, that he entered 
his most emphatic protest against it. 
So far as could be judged from the 
expressions of opinion that had come from 
their constituencies hon. Members on 
each side of the House were face to face 
with evidence, that could not be disputed, 
that the country agreed that the House 
could not give proper consideration to this 
Bill under the time limit proposed 
by the Prime Minister. The public 
regarded this proposal as a question 
whether the trade should contro! the 
State or the State control the trade, 
and, further, they were justified in 
opposing the Motion to the best of their 
ability on the ground that it would 
degrade the proceedings of Parliament. 
As the Bill now stood it was entirely 
subversive of the best interests of the 
country in connection with a most 
important question, and why should the 
Government say that the Committee 
stage should be curtailed? During the 
discussions in Committee it had been 
discovered that the powers of the 
magistrates had been so greatly impaired 
as to upset the conceptions of the people 
in regard to the Bill when it was first 
introduced. If ever more deliberation 
was required for any Bill it was justified 
in this case, because most important 
concessions had been made by the 
Government. One was that a licence to 
be given in future should not come 
within the scope of the compensation 
clause of this measure, and just when they 
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were dealing with the question of magis- 
terial control the Prime Minister stopped 
discussion suddenly by this drastic 
proposal. The Government should 
be prepared to consider the equities 
of the case. The Government claimed 
that they represented the opinion 
of the country, but all the evidence 
was against that assertion, and even 
among their own supporters it was 
admitted that there was an increasing 
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volume of popular opinion against the | 
proposals in the Bill. That being the | 
case the Prime Minister had no right to | 
hurry the Bill through the House in the | 
way he was doing. It was not true | 
that any national interest was at stake | 
if this Bill did not pass. It touched | 
one of the greatest interests in another | 
direction—the sobriety of the people. | 
The national supremacy of this | 
nation depended upon the skill of its | 
workmen, and that, again, depended on | 
the sobriety of the hands engaged in 
industry ; effort in handicraft was para- 
lysed if the brain was not clear from the 
influence of drink, but there were higher 
interests than commercial ones. There- 
fore, in opposing the forcing of this 
Bil] through the House by closure, they 
were serving the highest and noblest 
interests of the country as well as en- 
deavouring to preserve the constitu- 
tional liberties and _ privileges _— of 
this House. The mere fact that 171 
Amendments had been put down by 
Members on the Government Benches 
showed that there was much room to 
improve the measure. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
(lock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resum»] this evening. 


amine os 


EVENING SITTING. 


LICENSING BILL (PROCEDURE). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question [lst 
July], “That the proceedings in Com- 
mittee and on Report of the Licensing Bill 








shall be brought to a conclusion in the 


5d4 


manner hereinafter mentioned on six 
allotted days : 


(a) The proceedings in Committee 
on Clause | on the first allotted day. 

(b) The proceedings in Committee 
on Clauses 2 and 3 on the second 
allotted day. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee 
on Clause 4 on the third allotted day. 

(d) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining clauses of the Bill, 
and on any new Government clauses, 
and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any other 
proceedings necessary to bring the 
Committee stage to a conclusion on 
the fourth allotted day. 


(e) The proceedings on Report on 
any new clauses and on Amendments 
to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that Bill, be 
brought to a conclusion on the fifth 
allotted day, and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be 
concluded on the sixth allotted day. 


A'ter this Order comes into operation, 
any day shall be considered an allotted 
day for the purposes of this Order on 
which the Licensing Bill is put down as 
the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, 
or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., the 
Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
the Question or Questions on any Amend- 
ment or Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed succes- 
sively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice has been given (but 
no other Amendments) and on every 
Question necessary to dispose of the al- 
lotted business to be concluded on the 
allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amendments 
or of Government new clauses. or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made, or that 
the clause or schedule be added to the 
Bill, as the case may be. 


At 12 midnight on the day on 
which the Third Reading of the Bill is 
put down as first Order, or, if that day 
is a Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question neces- 
sary to conclude the proceedings on that 
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| Stage of the Bill. 
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Proceeding to which this Order relates 
shall not be interrupted (except at an 
Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.) under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of 
the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, 
nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be 
received unless moved by the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, and the Question on 
any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 
Nor shall any opposed Private Business 
be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted days 
or on the day on which the Third Reading 
of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


If progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- 
sequent sitting of the Committee.” —(Mr. 


A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“In line 1, to leave out all the words after 
the word ‘That,’ and insert the words ‘this 
House declines to consider a proposal to de- 
prive the House of Commons, without any justi- 
fication in the previous course of the debate, 
of all power of reasonable and adequate dis- 
cussion in respect of a measure which seeks, in 
the absence of any authority from the country, 
to make fundamental and much controverted 
changes in laws vitally affecting the well-being 
of the people.” —(Mr. Asquith.) 


Question again proposed, ‘“ That the 
words ‘the proceedings’ stand part of 
the Question.’ 


*Mr. HELME, continuing his speech, 
said when the Prime Minister asked the 
House to consent to his proposal the 
ritht hon. Gentleman stated that every 
such appeal should be considered on its 
merits; if so, this Bill must not be rushed 
through. Had such a_ considera- 
tion governed business at the present 
time, no such attempt would have 
been made to limit the discussion on the 
Licensing Bill. The reason for the lack 
of time at this date was the want of skill 
and lack of courage on the part of the 
Government in not bringing in the Bill 
earlier. Having failed in that important 
particular, the right hon. Gentleman now 
sought to restrict the liberty of the House 
in respect to the most important subject 
that had been brought forward for 
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discussion at the present time. The 12th 
of August and the attractions of the 
moors should not be allowed to weigh 
against the public interest, and the House, 
therefore, had a right to endeavour to 
prevent these proposals being carried 
into effect. Every Government had a 
right to rely on the loyalty of the Party 
supporting it; but if the right hon. 
Gentleman pressed his followers to give a 
Party vote on this question, the vote 
would be given against the better judg- 
ment of many hon. Members on the 
Unionist side of the House. That, of 
course, was no concern of the Opposition, 
whose clear duty was to oppose the pro- 
posal and the Bill to the utmost in their 
power, and if defeated, support the 
statement of their leader in the clearest 
manner and refuse to accept the Bill as 
a settlement of the licensing question. 
They must carry the question to the 
hustings and allow the constituencies to 
give their verdict in the ballot boxes—at 
any rate he for one would support the 
interests of the nation against that of the 
trade. 
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Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said that, having regard to the fact that 
the Government had passed the Childrens 
Bill, the Habitual Drunkards Bill, and the 
Scottish Licensing Bill, he had looked for- 
ward with the greatest hope to the measure 
now under consideration; and he was 
not even now without hope that there 
might be found in it the foundation of an 
enactment which would promote temper- 
ance by methods which would at the 
same time be just and equitable to the 
holders of licences. Nevertheless, he felt 
that there were grave difficulties in the 
measure, and he ventured to think that 
the time allotted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man for its discussion was altogether in- 
sufficient for the purpose. It would not 
be in the interests either of temperance 
or of the trade that the measure should 
be passed through the House immaturely 
and imperfectly, with the result that it 
would be reconsidered with all the bitter- 
ness which was unhappily aroused by the 
question. He hoped that the Govern- 
ment would give more time, so that a 
final settlement might be secured. The 
Opposition had recognised the justice of 
compensation, and he had been hopeful 
that the Government would endeavour to 
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meet the Opposition, and to seek to pro- 
mote a lasting settlement. While not 
prepared by his vote to take any steps 
to destroy the Bill, he hoped that even 
yet time might be given to remove defects 
in it and to secure a permanent settle- 
ment of the licensing question. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said the speech to which the 
House had just listened might be taken 
correctly to reflect the private opinion 
of perhaps the majority of hon. Members 
sitting opposite. No reasonable man 
could doubt but that the time offered by 
the Government was wholly inadequate for 
the fair deliberation that Parliament was 
entitled to in such a matter as this. 
The right hon. Gentleman had quoted 
the precedent of Mr. Gladstone’s Motion 
in 1893, when the Home Rule Bill was 
before the House, but there was no 
analogy between Mr. Gladstone’s action 
then and that of the present Government 
now. When Mr. Gladstone proposed 
his closure Resolution in 1893 the 
House had been in Committee for twenty- 
eight days, but the Home Rule Bill had 
been under discussion in the House of 
Commons for no less than eighty-two 
days, whilst in this case the Bill had only 
been debated on Second Reading for two 
and a half days and before the Committee 
two days. Hedid not propose to com- 
pare in their intricacies and their far- 
reaching results the constitutional changes 
sought to be made by the Home Rule Bill 
of 1893 with the Licensing Bill of 1904, 
but, as had been pointed out by the right 
hon. Member for the Cambridge Uni- 
versity, this matter affected the welfare 
of the people in their social, moral, and 
economic conditions to an extent which 
it was impossible to conceive any other 
measure would affect. This Bill would be- 
come law and the Leader of the House 
when bringing in a measure which he 
intended to pass into law was bound to 
take every care that deliberation and 
debate in this House on every clause were 
safeguarded. It was far different with 
regard to the Home Rule Bill of 1893. 
Mr. Gladstone krew it was doomed, and 
he would never have attempted to 
pass his closure Resolutions but for two 
reasons, one of which was that the Bill 
would not pass into law without a 
further appeal to the country and the other 
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that there was a mass of domestic legisla- 
tion which he desired to promote at the 
time. Speaking from a House of Commons 
point of view he asserted that any hon. 
Member who really considered this ques- 
tion fairly and squarely must undoubtedly 
come to the conclusion that justice had 
not been done to the honour and dignity 
of that Assembly nor had anything been 
done to secure its e ficiency in the futur>. 
There were in this Bill a number of most 
complicated questions which required 
discussion ; the discretion of the magis- 
trate, a question not of principle but of 
modus, and the question of compensation 
and its incidence. There were scores of 
controversial topics of vast magnitude in 
this Bill. It would not be possible, even 
if the House agreed among themselves 
that certain Amendments should be 
adopted, for a Committee of twenty 
experts in local reform to come to a 
decision on the matter in the six days to 
be allotted, let alone a Chamber of 670 
Members. He quite agreed that the 
tactics of the Opposition with regard to 
this Bill were obstructive, using that 
word in its legitimate and proper sense, 
because they regarded this as vicious 
legislation which should be opposed by 
all their power. But while that was the 
case the responsibility for affording full 
opportunities for discussion must still lie 
with the Government. Therefore it was 
that he joined in the appeal made by 
hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House that the right hon. Gentleman 
would consent to extend the absolutely 
inadequate amount of time in order that 
the Bill might be properly discussed. 


CotoneLt LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said he found no difficulty in voting for 
the Resolution before the House because 
he had a very strong desire to see this 
legislation properly carried through. 
Many Members, like himself, disliked any~ 
attempts to infringe on the ordinary Rules 
of Procedure and to restrict the time for 
the discussion of business, but there were 
occasions like the present when it became 
necessary. It was an unpleasant duty, 
which had been occasionally forced on 
the Leaders on both sides, and hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had adopted a 
similar position in precisely the same 
way. The Motion was a_ necessity. 
The hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
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gave the case avay. 
and hated the Bill, and thought it right 
to obstruct it im every way. 


there were more ways than one of chok- 
ingadog. It was a very easy matter to 
smother a Bill with Amendments; but 
the business of the Government was to 
le -islate. 
would allow that without this Motion it 
would be impossible to get the Licensing 
Bill through in Parliamentary time. He 
had heard allusions to moors and shoot- 
int; but, as far ashe knew, his hon. 
friends would be content to remain in 


attendanc> until the Bill were passed. | 
were 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
¢etermined that, if they could prevent it, 
the Bill should not be passed. What 
was the alternative? If they were un- 
able to pass the Bill, they would have to 
resign; but witha majority of ninety 
they did not intend to resign. Why 
should they resign to please hon. Gentle- 
men opposite ? 


and they were determined to pass it 
into law. He _ believed, with his 
hon. and gallant, friend that if speeches 
on both sides were curtailed, there would 
be more time available for the consider- 
ation of details; but he would not join 
in the appeal to his Leader to extend the 
period mentioned in the Motion. The 
Cpposition, in that case, would, like 
Oliver Twist, ask for more. Any man 
who had the love of Parliament at heart 
must regret when an occasion like the 
present arose; but, nevertheless, they 
should not be prevented from passing a 
measure which they believed to be just. 


Mr. BRYCE said _ that although 
it was quite true that every addition- 
al day which might be given by the 
Government would pro tanto diminish 
the evil, still, that would not remove 
his objection to the Bill. The pitiable 


bleatincs of hon. Gentlemen on the: 


other side of the House for an extension 
of the time to be allotted were indications 
of uneasy consciences. It might be 
necessary in certain circumstances to 
resort to such an expedient as closure 


by compartments, but the necessity had | 


notjarisen with the Licensing Bill. Much 
Colonel Lockwood. 


{COMMONS} 
He said he detested | 


He did not | 
mention the word “obstruction”; but. 


Hon. Gentlemen opposite | 


Their intention was to | 
pass such leyislation as they thought fit. | 
This Bill wasasimple measure of justice ; | 
it would be productive of good results; | 
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of the difficulty the Government had 
met with arose from mismanagement of 
business early in the session. On three 
conditions alone could such a Motion be 
justified. In the first place, there must 
b2 obstruction, and it had been admitted 
there had been none in the present case. 
‘lhe Prime Minister did not found his 
case on obstruction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
not mentioned obstruction, and in that 
he had followed the precedents of his 
predecessors. 


Mr. BRYCE said Mr. Gladstone might 
not have used the word obstruction, but 
everybody would remember what took 
place in 1893, and his whole argument 
was directed to showing that, under the 
methods of opposition adopted, it would 
be impossible to get the Bill through. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is what 
I said. 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man did not say a single word against 
the method of discussion 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
pointed out how the course followed 
made the passing of the Bill within a 
reasonable period practically impossible. 


Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. Gentle- 
man dil not say there had been anythinz 
inconsistent with Parliamentary usaze. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Nor did Mr. 
Gladstone. 


Mr. BRYCE said it would be a large 
order to attempt to quote what Mr. 
Gladstone said. Those who remembered 
the debates of the period would know 
that on every occasion every que*tion, 
however remote, was used as far a3 pos- 
sible by the skill and diligence of the 
Opposition. Nothinz of the kind had 
happened on the present occasion, and 
171 Amendments had b2en given notice 
of by Members on the other side, cer- 


tainly not with any desire to defeat the 


Bill. It would have been quite possible 
to get the Bill through in spite of the 
many Amendments in a reasonable time, 


_ considering how many Amendments were 
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repetition and how they crumpled up 


under the Chairman’s ruling. He could 
say with some confidence that the dis- 
cussion on this Bill had been eminently a 
businesslike discussion. During the 
thirty-four hours consumed on the Second 
Reading and in Committee 115 speeches 
had been made on his side of the House 
and 135 on the other side. Where there 
was no obstruction and no abuse of the 
Rules of the House, it became unfair and 
tyrannical to impose upon the House a 
Resolution of this kind. If they set up 
this precedent, whenever a Government 
had neglected to pass their legislation 
and to use their time in the earlier part 
of the session, they would have nothing 
to do but to come to the House and pro- 
pose a drastic Resolution of this kind on 
the plea that they must carry their Bills 
before 15th August. The second condition 
was that there should have been adequate 
discussion. On that point he would 
only say that they had not got to 
the bottom of the principle on which 
compensation should be given, especially 
in the case of new licences; and if they 
stifled discussion on the principle on 
which taxation was to be imposed upon 
tho licence-holders who would gain no 
benefit from the Government scheme they 
would leave behind a keen sense of in- 
justice. The third condition was that 
the Bill should be one which the country 
did not disapprove of. The Government 
ouzht not to resort to an exceptionally 
severe process for putting a Bill through 
unless there was a reasonable moral 
certainty that the country was with the n. 
They could not have more conclusive 
evidence than that afforded by a series of 
by-elections that the country was against 
this Bill and those who introduced it. 
The whole sentiment of the country, 
expressed in Petitions and public meet- 
inzs, had been une juivocally against the 
Bill, and a large volu ne of the opinion of 
the clergy of the Church of England was 
also opposed to the Bill. The clergy of 
the Church of England did not regard 
this Bill as a great temperance measure. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
Bill as a measure of eternal justice. Did 
eternal justice require double the value 
of the licensed pre nises? The right hon. 
Gentleman called the Bill a measure of 
great temperance reform. He could not 
forget that two years ago he told the 
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House that the Education Bill was a 
great measure of educational reform. That 
was not now the opinion of the great 
majority in thiscountry. If it were, the 
sooner the right hon. Gentleman gave 
them an opportunity of appealing to 
Cesar the better. He would not speak 
of Party results, although he was bound 
to say that if they wanted something to 
use in a Party sense they could desire 
nothing better than that the Bill should 
be passed by closure by compartments. 


Two results must follow from the 
methods which the Government had 
followed. In the first place it would 
destroy the moral authority which 
this Bill would have had when it 
became an Act. If the Government 
ignored public opinion, public opinion 
woull ignore their work. Public 
opinion would not have any _ re- 
spect for Bills passed by tyrannical 
methods. In the second place, the Motion 
struck a blow at the House of Commons 
itself. The House of Commons was the 
mainspring of the Constitution in this 
country. It enjoyed immense power. It 
was not like Parliaments in other countries 
bound by a written Constitution. t had 
no check except that imposed by its own 
traditions and the feeling of protection it 
owed to the country; and, therefore, it 
ou zht to be especially careful of its power. 
If the British Parliament was more 
trusted than the Parliaments of other 
countries, if it was free from restrictions 
to which other Parliaments were subjected 
it was because the traditions of the House 
of Commons had won the confidence of 
the country and had made the people 
believe that that Assembly would not mis- 
use the powers entrusted to it. The 
greatest of all reasons for that confidence 
was that the House had been allowed 
freedom of debate, and if the security for 
that freedom were once destroyed the con- 
fidence and authority which the House of 
Commons had hitherto enjoyed would 
inevitably be weakened. The solidity 
ani strength of the Constitution of the 
country depended largely upon the 
existence of perfect confidence between 
the House of Commons and the people. 
The people ought to trust the House of 
Commons, and the House of Commons 
ought to feel that it would never go 
beyond what it believed to be the will of 
the people’; but if a temporary majority 


(Procedure). 








563 Licensing Bill 


were allowed to disregard the indications 
of public opinion, to silence the minority 
and to pass its measures without proper 
discussion, the relations which had so 
happily existed in the past would be 
destroyed. Within the last twenty-five 
years the House had suffered a great 
deal. It had declined from the freedom 
of debate, the openness of spirit,and the 
happy flexibility which its rules of 
procedure gave to it. No doubt a part 
of the alteration had been rendered 
necessary by the changes of time; but 
much more had been done than was 
needed, and no one had done more by his 
changes in the rules of procedure to 
injure the efficiency of the House of 
Commons than the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. The present proposal would 
strike a further blow at the freedom and 
authority of the House of Common-—a 
blow which seemed to him to be the 
dernier ressort of Ministers who had got 
into a difficult position from which they 
were determined at all hazards to escape. 
It was an interference with the freedom 
of the House more violent and unjustifi- 
able than had ever been made before, 
because it was the tyrannical exercise of 
power by a temporary and accidental 
majority. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, 
W.): I am anxious to say a few 
words on this Resolution, because 
my Parliamentary experience is £0 
long that I recollect perfectly every 
successful attempt which has been made 
during the last 30 years to abridge 
the liberties of free speech in this 
House. The only complaint I make of 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen, to a 
portion of which [ listened, is that it is 
& mere repetition of speeches which have 
been made alternately from both sides 
of the House. Upon every occasion when 
this subject has been brought before us, 
those who were opposed to the Bill which 
was the subject of the Resolution have 
got up and said it was destroying the 
efficiency of the mother of parliaments, 
that it was striking a fatal blow at the 
liberties of the United Kingdom, and so 
forth. The most remarkable of these 
attempts in my opinion, was the closure 
upon the Hone Rule Bill. I opposed 
that measure, with certain qualifications, 


Ms, Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 
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on the ground that the particular Dill 
under discussion had not been sufficiently 
discussed. We have heard that in the 
course of the present argument. I also 
opposed iton the ground that the Bilt 
was an exceptional Bill in this sense— 
that whereas all other Bills before the 
House of Commons can, after they have 
been passed, if they prove to be failures, 
be repealed and the mischief undone, 
that was a Bill which, for good or for 
evil, was irrevocable if once it was 
accepted. You cannot pass a great con- 
stitutional change of that kind with any 
expectation of being able to retiace your 
steps. But we have been reminded by 
the right hon..Gentleman who has just 
sat down that it will be in the power of 
that Party, when they, as they not un- 
naturally hope shortly to do, occupy 
the Benches on this side of the House, to 
repeal this Bill if they then believe it is 
ofen to all the objections they now take 
to it. That constitutes, I think, a very 
important distinction between the Home 
Rule Bill and any other Bill that we have 
had subsequently to deal with. But, 
after all, I am perfectly piepared te 
admit that our action, on both sides of 
the House, in regard to this matter is 
actuated very iargely by our Party sym- 
pathy and by our feeling in regard to the 
particular measure before the House. If 
we think the measure a good onewewish to 
see it carried and we wish to remove all 
the obstacles to its progress. If we 
think the measure a bad one we wish to 
kill it and we do not care by what 
means. I invite the House to con- 
sider the matter from that extremely 
practical and common sense point of 
view. 

The right hon. Gentleman delivered 
a very confident opinion with regard to 
the merits of this measure and the 
opinion of the country upon it, 
I differ from him in both respects. I 
think I have taken a more active part 
than the right hon. Gentleman in temper- 
ance reform. My first considerable speech 
in this House, now some twenty-eight 
years ago, was made upon this subject, 
and I have not changed in the slightest 
degree the opinions I then expressed in 
regard to it. I have an intense sense of 
the importance of temperance reform, 
and it has always been a matter of the 
deepest regret to me that during all this 
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period, and even for a longer period if we 
go back to the origin of temperance reform, 
practically nothing of substantial import- 
ance has been done by legislation. I 
believe that most of that is due to the 
extreme views of men whose honesty and 
whose conscientious convictions I recog- 
nise as much as I wish that others should 
my own, but who have absolutely refused 
to adopt that great principle in politics 
that half a loaf is better than no bread. 
They refused in the time before I was in 
the House of Commons to accept the 
great reform proposed by Mr. Bruce, who 
afterwards become Lord Aberdare, and 
they refused to accept the reform, which 
I always thought was of the greatest im- 
portance, proposed by Mr. Goschen, and 
they are now opposing with perfectly 
fanatical opposition this Bill, which in 
many veryimportant particulars,although 
it may not go as far as they desire, is an 
enormous advance in the direction of 
temperance reform. Following the right 
hon. Gentleman, let me ask him to carry 
his memory back. What have we been 
urging during all this period? I accept 
him as a colleague in temperance reform. 
One of the things we have been urging is 
that it would be desirable to reduce the 
the number of licensed houses. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman, although he says 
he is following the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Aberdeen, is doing some- 
thing more. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Aberdeen did express an 
opinion that this Motion ought to be op- 
posed on the ground that the Bill was 
not popular in the country, but the right 
hon. Gentleman is now going into the 
history of temperance legislation which, 
I think, is beyond the Motion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. Speaker, 
I bow, as I always do, to your ruling, 
and your ruling prevents me from 
expressing, however, briefly, the reasons 
for my conviction that this Bill would 
be a great advance in temperance 
teform. At any rate, I may say this, 
that that is the honest conviction 
of many of us, who may perhaps 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman that 
the Bill does not go as far as it might go, 
but who would be giad to accept it for 
what it does actually give us, for the ad- 
vance which we think it makes. 
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Then I come to the next point of the 
right hon. Gentleman, which is that this 
Bill is not popular in the country. He 
challenges us to test that by going to the 
country. Is the right hon. Gentleman. 
prepared to assert when we go to the 
country that that is to be the issue? If it 
is weshallwin. Butif,on the contrary, it 
is “Chin, Chin, Chinaman,” if it is “ Do 
you wear a pig-tail ?” then I really cannot 
say what result an appeal to the country 
upon that noble issue may produce. It is 
all very well to make these appeals to the 
country beforehand, these challenges, 
but I would remind the Committee of an 
occasion to which I have referred, when 
the closure was applied to the Home 
Rule Bill. I really do not recollect at 
this interval of time how the by-elections 
went on at that period, but I know we 
challenged the Government to dissolve on 
that particular issue. As a matter of 
fact, that was the issue at the election 
following, and we know the result, we 
know that the country gave a most dis- 
tinct reply, and justified our opposition 
to the Home Rule Bill. That is in reply 
to these, I am perfectly prepared to ad- 
mit, rather irrelevant matters I come 
back to the question of the closure as 
applied to a great Bill upon which there: 
is difference of opinion. I say it is per- 
fectly natural for hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to attempt to destroy the Bill, taking the 
view they do, and we on our side, who 
take a different view of the value of the 
Bill, are bound to do everything we cam 
to carryit. But I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider what his great 
Leader said upon this subject in the course 
of those debates to which I have referred. 
Mr. Gladstone did not put the question of 
the closure upon the merits of the Home 
Rule Bill, but, curiously enough, not 
having the fears of the right hon. Gentle- 
man as to the degradation of Parliament, 
he put it on the ground of the dignity and 
the efficiency of Parliament, and it is on 
that ground that I put the whole question 
to the House. I am looking, perhaps as. 
one is accustomed to do as one grows 
older, a little more into the future than 
younger men need do, and I am not 
thinking so much of this Billas I am 
thinking of the general principle --- how is: 
the efficiency of Parliament to be pre- 
served ? What Mr. Gladstone said wasthat 
he regretted, and everyone believed him,,. 
to abridge the existing liberties of 
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Parliament, but that he did so because 
without it the great foundations of its 
existence would be destroyed and the 


{COMMONS} 


will of the majority would no longer 


a. Now there is a majority of 
arliament, and—I take for granted the 
cheer which will follow this observation— 
there is a majority in the country, ani 
the two may differ. But for the time, 
and whilst Parliament is sitting, our 
‘object as Members of Parliament should 
be to preserve Parliament as the repre- 
sentative, for the period, of the country, 
an! to give to the majority of Parliament 
for the time being the weight that a 
Majority ought always to have. That is 
@ doctrine which I have always held, a 
doctrine which I have preached from time 
to time. The particular way of securing 


that the majority should prevail is, of | 


course, 4 matter on which there may be 
difference of opinion 


Let me ask this: Which Pariy 
in the State has the greatest interest 
in this matter? I admit that there 
was a time when I thought the Liberal 
Party had the greatest interest in 
this principle, because I was brought up 
to think, and I thought, and I am not 
certain that it was not true, at any rate 
at that time, that it was to the Liberal 
Party that we were to look for social and 
lezislative progress. Well, I very much 
doubt whether any impartial man can 
say that that is any longer the case. The 
Liberal Party has been enzazed for « lonz 
time [Opposition interruption]—I do not 
want to weary the House [“ Go on” }—but 
I was rather anxious to clear the way for 
‘90 nething I have to say in reference to 
what I believe is the real issue at stake. 
What I was going to say was that the 
Liberal Party, as every Conservative 
would recognise, has had a great work to 
perform, and has performed it; but that 
an regard to another part of our lezislat ve 
work—namely, the work of social reform 
—I do not siy why, [am not speaking ina 
‘controversial sense, but it has happened 
that most of our social legislation has 





(Procedure). 


568 


| obstruction. If there were a Party in 
this House, if the Conservative Party 
were a Party of pure reaction, of pure 
inactivity, of pure opposition to every 
reform, then it is they, not you, who 
would have a supreme interest in oppos- 
ing every measure of closure, in opposing 
every restriction upon liberty of speech 
in this House. I say that is no longer 
the case, and, speaking to my friends 
around me, I say you have the same 
interest which those who call themselves 
the Party of progress have —I will not dis- 
pute it for the moment—in restoring and 
in increasing the efficiency of this House. 


The efficiency of this House at this 
momentis nil. Itis all very well to bring 
up these old arguments we have just 
heard from the Member for Aberdeen, 
which we of this Party produced at the 
time of the closure on the Home Kule 
Bill, and of every other closure. That is 
all leather and prunella. The real thing 
is that as long as we treat each of these 
questions separately of course we shall be 
divided into Parties. Those who oppose 
any particular Bill will be on one side and 
those who are in favour of it will be on 
the other. Cannot we take a wider view 
of the whole situation? Can we no: con- 
sider the necessities of the time! Can 
we not see, without attributing any 
special dose of original sin either to one 
Party or the other, that circumstances 
have so far changed that, whereas in the 
time of Pitt and Fox there were at the 
very most but fifty Members of the House 
who ever addressed it, there are now 670 
Gentle.nan every one of whom thinks, and 
no doubt with good reason, that he is as 
well entitled and as well able to address 
the House as anybody else? Can you not 
see that in these circumstances if every 
man claims his right each Party in turn 
will be paralysed, that each Party in turn 
will be unable to give effect to its 


| principles and secure for the na fair trial ? 


been brought forward and carried by | 
the Conservative and Unionist Party. | 
{Opposition cries of “No.”] I am not 


putting this forward asa Party argument, 
amjputting it forward to show that 
neither Party has any longer a special 


interest in preserving all the methods of | 


Mr. J. Chimberlain 


My desire is that when Gentlemen 
opposite come in they shall have the 
fullest opportunity of carrying out every 
promise they have made. I would like 
nothing better. In existing circumstances 
do they think that would be the case! 
We shall be risinz—perhaps I myself shall 
be rising from the opposite side repeating 
the arguments of the Member for Aber- 
deen, and imploring the House to consider 
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the dignity of Parliament, and I know 
not what, because I am opposed to a Bill 
to repeal the Bill which is now under the 
consideration of the House. Are we to 
go on for ever playing this purely partisan 
game on one side equally with the other } 
Are we to go on doing this without con- 
sidering the situation to which we are 
reducel? I agree with Mr. Gladstone — 
[Opposition laughter.] I do not under- 
stind hon. Gentleman who cheer ironic- 
ally. [have quoted Mr. Gladstone. I agree 
entirely, and I always have agreed 
entirely, with what Mr. Gladstone said— 
namely, that the whole of this great con- 
stitutional system of ours, the existence 
of Parliament and everything else, is all 
machinery for securing peaceably that the 
will of the majority should prevail —the 
majority for the time. The business of 
the minority is to make itself into a 
majority and then in turn its will should 
prevail. Finally, we cone to a state of 
things when what has been decided is 
aceptel by both sides. But my real 
desire is that so ne measure should be de- 
vised which would give to each Party in 
tum—it is not, therefore, a partisan 
point—an opportunity of securing that 
the principles upon which it has gone to 
the country and secured the mandate of 
the country shoal prevail. 


Licensing Bul. 


In my opinion our present system is 
unsatisfactory. At present, as I have 
said, each Party in turn resorts to this 
arbitrary methol. When Gentlemen op- 
posite are in power, it may be in a short 
time, they will have to resort to precisely 
the same measure and we shall oppose it. 
We shall say you are destroying the 
eficiency of Parliament. We shall say 
that it is tyranny of the worst kinl; we 
shall challenze you to go to the country. 
We shall tell you that the people are 
azainst you. We shall say everything. 
We shall resort to every platitude ani 
every commonplace which you have re- 
sorted to in the present debate. I know 
my obser vations will not have theslightest 
effect on the division to-night. Itis not 
with that object that [am a ldressinz them 
to the House. But Ido thin‘ it desir- 
able from time to time to recall the 
House to the fact that eich Party in 
tum is paralysel unler our present 
system, ani that the time has come when 
both sides of the House if they, were wise 
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—not in a time of excitement like this, 
but in some more peaceable hours— 
would attempt to devise some system by 
which the time of Parliament, neces- 
sarily limited, should be distributed 
so that, although there should be 
a@ fair amount of discussion, no Bill 
proposel by the majority ani sup- 
portel by a sufficient majority should 
be killel merely by time. It is not 
necessary to make any charge of obstruc- 
tion. To my mind it is absurd that any 
one should try to conceal the fact that 
he has obstructed. Ihave obstructed, 
you have obstructed, we have obstructed, 
and, if I may put it in the future tense, 
I will say we shall obstruct. Therefore. 
that is not acharge that is to be brought 
in by either side against the other. On 
the present case all I have to say is, 
believing as I do that this Bill is a 
measure of temperance reform, believing 
firmly as I do that, if we could take 
an issue upon this Bill alone, we should 
fini that the majority of’ the people 
were entirely with us, ani knowing as I 
do that, un ler the existinz circumstances 
of the House, it cannot be cirriel with- 
out the closure, I shall vote most heartily 
for the Resolution. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham had told them 
that his first speech in the House was in 
favour of temperance reform. He had 
no doubt that it was a first-class speech, 
because that was in the rizht hon. Gentle- 
man’s Radical days. He fancied he 
remembered a notice in the Birmingham 
Daily Post of that time that Mr. 
Councillor Joseph Chamberlain, was 
to preside at a meeting to be addressed 
by Mr. Georze Trevelyan on the subject 
of the Local Veto Bill 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My hon. 


friend will allow me to say that that is 


not a correct statement fron my 
biozraphy. I donot remember the Local 
Veto Bill. Mr. George Trevelyan did 


cone down to address a meeting. But I 
was not councillor at the time; I was 
mayor. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said his recollection 
was that the object of the meeting was 
in support of the Local Veto Bill, but he 
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might be wrong. At any rate he knew that 
the right hon. Gentleman had first said 
that if the Government of that day went 
to the country upon the Licensing Bill 
‘We shall win.” He distinctly remem- 
bered the right hon. Gentleman using 
that phrase. Now in detailing his policy 
at Greenock last Autumn the right hon. 
Gentleman said “ On this we shall win.” 
He did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham was quite so sure about that to-day, 
but the sooner the Government took the 
verdict of the country upon it the better. 
There was one important feature which 
ought not to be lost sight of by the Prime 
Minister. On Friday last there were 
about twenty speeches delivered upon 
this Motion from both sides of the House 
and only three of them were in favour of | 
it. There had also been twenty speeches | 
that day, and again only three had been 
in favour of the Motion made by the | 
Prime Minister. Upon this Motion the 
right hon. Gentleman the Meinber for | 
West Birmingham took up rather a 
detached position, and therefore he put | 
him into a class by himself. He was | 
glad to be able to say that he found him- 
self in happy agreen-ent with one thing 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham said. The 
right hon. Gentleman had asked them to | 
remember what their great Leader Mr. | 
Gladstone said upon the introduction of | 
the closure on the 29th of June, 1893, on | 
the Home Rule Bill. He would ask the | 
right hon. Gentleman to remember what 


his Leader the present Prime Minister— | 


he believed he was the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Leader at the present time—had 
said. He said in 1893— 


‘““Whatever be the grounds for adopting | 
this Resolution it is not one of necessity, Lut it | 
is adopted upon the greund of expediency, 
and if I may say so, not of Parliamentary | 
expediency but of Party expediency.” 


The Motion before the House had been | 


introduced for the very samereason. On 
the same occasion the Prime Minister | 
complained very bitterly of the manner | 
in which Mr. Gladstone had frittered 
away the early part of the session of | 
1893, and the right hon. Gentleman 
protested against the Government coming 
down at the beginning of July and | 


asking the House to leave undiscussed | 


the most vital” provisions of the Home | 
“Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 





(Procedure). 572 


Rule Bill. He endorsed those views 
to-day. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham said that 
circumstances altered cases, and the 
Prime Minister had told them that they 
must take each of these cases upon its 
| merits. ‘hey could not do that upon 
the present occasion because this case had 
no merits. With regard to the Resolu- 
tion of the Prime Minister, two painful 
| considerations filled his mind. The first 
| was that the Prime Minister, who should 
| be the guardian of the liberties, privileges, 
|and functions of Parliament, had 
|ostentatiously raised indifference—in- 
ows. he might go the length of saying 
contempt—for the deliberations of 
| Parliament to a fine art. The second 
“deplorable circumstance was that the 
Prime Minister had signally failed to 
utilise the enormous gifts and oppor- 
‘tunities which had been placed at his 
| disposal. Here was a man of unicue 
‘intellectual distinction, who had behind 
‘him an unrivalled Parliamentary 
| majority, docile and willing to do what 
he pleased, and that man, who with the 
cifts which God had bestowed upon him 
| might have written his name on the 
‘scroll of honour for some great work in 
the uplifting of the people and in the 
improvenent of their social and moral 
well-being, had elected deliberately to be 
"remembered by this Motion on behalf of 
‘this Bill. There was no censure which 
Le could pass upon that action®! more 
| bitter than the private censure which the 





| 


/right hon. Gentleman must ultimately 
pass himcelf, unspoken, onj his own 
_ conduct 


| Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N) ‘said 
| that this Bill was one which hon. Gentle- 
/men opposite had declared they would 
| resist by every means in their power, and 
| they were using the Committee stage for 
| the purpose of “defeating and destroying 
this measure. He was one of those who 
desired to see the Bill amended in impor- 
| tant particulars, but he was not going 
| to play the fame of hon. Members oppo- 
| site and use the Committee stage for the 
| purpose of defeating the Bill. “It. would 
|not be consistent with the honour and 
| dignity of this House to allow the Com- 
mittee stage of a Bill to be used for that 
| purpose, kecauce it would render their pro- 
ceedings entirely nugatory. It seemed to 
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him that one thing they had to consider 
was how much time they could allot to 
the consideration of this measure. The 
Amendment which had been proposed 
raise1 a question of principle, and there- 
fore the Government were right in allottinz 
the proper proportion of the time at 
their disposal to this measure. From 
the point of view of the business men in 
this House, to whom it was absolutely 
necessary that the length of the session 
should be confined within reasonable 
limits, the only business-like course for 
the House to adopt was to mark out the 


573 


amount of time which the House could 


spend upon this particular measure. 


*4r. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said he was sure that everybody, 
without distinction of Party, would be 
glad to see the right hon. Gentleman the 
Me nber for West Birninzham in his 
place again. He was particularly glad 
to see him, because the rizht hon. Gentle- 
man and himself were to a certain extent 
in the same boat. He wanted to see 
that Government turned out and go to 
the country; so did the right hon. 
Gentleman. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“Oh.’] The only difference between 
them was that he was able to express 
his opinion, and the right hon. Gentle- 
inan was for the present dissemblinz his. 
[MinistertaAL cries of “Oh.”] He 
thought the rizht hon. Gentleman had 
given a very old reason why those who 
were opposed to this measure and other 
measures which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
would like to introduce should support 
the proposal which had been made by 
the Prime Minister. He had pointed 
out that the Conservative Party in the 
past had always been opposed to these 
violent methods of procedure, and that 
the Liberal Party had always been in 
favour of them. ‘Now he said there had 
been a change, and he declared that on 
both sides they had definite positive 
anbitions to carry out which he suggested 
could only be carried out at the expense 
of their ordinary Parliamentary pro- 
cedure. When he thought of some of 
the ambitious schemes which the right 
hon. Gentleman desired to carry he was 
not inclined to vote for making procedure 


much more drastic by the hope and | 


belief that the present proposal might 
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some day be imitated by the right hon. 
Gentleman in order to carry the tariff 
proposals which he had submitted t the 
country. [MINISTERIAL cries of: ‘Oh, 
oh” and “ Divide.”] He quite agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman’s foresight 
in this matter, because nobody could 
imagine how he could carry his tariff 
proposals without mutilating the pro- 
celure of the House of Commons. 


This debate had provided them 
with a very excellent specimen of 
the Prime Minister’s dialectical methods, 
for he was making a very important 
Motion, and asking the House to make 


a most momentous departure. This 
Motion had been the subject of a 
large amount of _ criticism from 
this side of the House and also from 
the Ministerial side, and in reply 


to that criticism the Prime Minister had 
made a fascinating speech which did not 
contain any justification of his proposal, 
but which was full of all sorts of anim- 
adversions upon precedents from other 
Governments established under totally 
different circumstances at other times. 
He would not delay the House by en- 
deavouring to trace the resemblances 
batween the procedure the Prime Minister 
had now alopted and the procedure 
which the last Liberal Administration 
adopted. It was true that there were 
points of resemblance between the pro- 
ceiure on the Evicted Tenants Bill ani 
that which they were now asked to adopt. 
The principal point of resemblance was 
that both procelures were proposed as 
rather desperate measures by Govern- 
ments in extremely difficult circum- 
stances, on the eve of a dissolu- 
tion which was to be followed 
by an election extremely disastrous 
to them. He could quite understand 
that some right hon. Gentlemen on the 
Front Opposition Bench had been a little 
embarrassed by the resemblance which 
might be traced between those two 
occasions, but that did not help the case 
of the Prime Minister. The right hon. 
Gentlenan could not quote the prece- 
dents which had been referred to with 
any satisfaction, because no man had de- 
nounced with more vigour and sincerity 
the procedure which was adopted on 
those occasions. The House had to con- 
sider, in the first place, the situation and 
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the causes leading to the present pro-| lost. Candour was lost. Five days of 
poral, and, in the second place, whether | Parlian entary tin-e were lost which n icht 
it was, in fact, a reaconable thing to con.- | be occupied in discussing some of those 
press the proceedings in Committee on | interesting questions which the House 
the Licensing Bill into six days. The | was prevented {rom discussing by blocking 
hon. Member for Spen Valley, in his| Motions. ‘Ihey might discuss Arny 
speech on Friday, went so far as to say | reform, or take up the Prime Min‘ste;’s 
that it would be ludicrous to atten pt to | \ote of confidence in himself as ap 
discuss this Bill upon the time table | Anencment to what he was entiticd to | 
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which the Prine Minister proposed uncer | call the Black Resolution. He could only 
this Motion, and the 1ight hon Gentle- | see one conceivable advantage the Prine 
man the Member for Montrose went Minister had to gain by the elaborate \ 
further and said it would be a farce to | procedure he had acopted. He wanted 
discuss all the complicated provisions of | to keep up appearances, to make the 
this Bill within the six days provided by | country treat the Bill as if discussed. to 
this time table. No one surely would | invest arbitrary and unconstitutional 
deny that such a discussion, under such | procedure with a sort of sham Cecoiun. 
circumstances, so mutilated, so restricted, | ‘This desire to keep up appearances at all 
so arbitrarily curtailed, would be /costs was very curious. He would 
valueless and a ureless waste of time. | venture to répeat a story he heard the 
If that were so, he was astonished | other day. ‘The editor of a newspaper 
at the Prime Minister's moderation, | inthe Western States of America received 
because if he intended to pass this Bill | a letter one moining from a man whose 
without going through the formality ofa | acquaintance he had the privilege of 
Committce stage he wondered that the | enjoying, which began as follovs— 
Prime Minister had allowed even six days.| « Dear Sir,—I regret to inform you that last 
He would say to the Prime Minister, what | night I bad an altercation with Mr. Dawkins 
the right hon. Gentleran the Member | of this city, in the course of which I shot and 
for West Birmingham had no doubt often | nei 
said to him in private, “‘Why not go the |[Minister1aL cries of “Oh” and 
whole hog?” |““Divide.”] He claimed the sane 
courtesy that had been extended to the 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I did not! right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
hear the hon. Gentleman exactly. DoI)| West Birmingham. [Renewed Muinis- 
undeistand that he is quoting to the | 1ERIAL interruptions.) 
House something which he says I said to | 
him in private ? Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N):* You have 
got to listen to it whether you like it or 





*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said he 


was venturing to address an argument to | 
the Prine Minister, who was not there, | 


but would perhaps see it in the usual 
way, and asking him why he should take 
six days over this mutilated discussion 
upon this Bill in Committee, why not go 
the whole hog? He suggested that as 
advice which the right hon. Gentleman 
might have addressed to the Prime 
.Minister at some time or other. He might 
as well be hanged for a sheep as a lamb; 
why not one day, one division, or, if it 
be thought right, why not take it without 
a division? What was to be gained by 
this ‘“purposeless discussion” ? Every 
argument he had used to justify this 
proposal would justify the much more 
convenient course he had just suggested. 
Nothing was gained, but something was 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 


‘not. The hon. Member for Oldham is 
not on your side now. 


* Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said he 
did not wish to weary hon. Members 
opposite and he had no des're to continue 
his story if they did not wich to hear it. 
[Opposition cries of “Goon” and ‘“ Why 
not?” and MiNIsTERIALIST cries of “ Di- 


amenities of debate could not be indulged 
in by anyone who had differed from 
‘colleagues on the Ministerial Benches. 
‘since all courtesy, chivalry, and even 
‘ordinary fair play were thus refused— 
'thus ill-naturedly refused. He would 
| confine himself strictly to the argument. 
'He could understand the desire of the 





Prime Minister to invest his proceedings | 
with a certain air of formality, but he | 


vide.”] It was quite obvious that the . 
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asked why should the Opposition join in 
what the right hon. Member for Montrose 
described, and what could only be called, 
a dismal farce, the whole object of which 
was to delude the country into the belief 
that the Bill had been adequately dis- 
cussed, to invoke the authority of the 
House of Commons for a piece of legisla- 
tion which was nothing less than an act of 
Executive usurpation. It took a great 
Party to govern Great Britain by Parlia- 
mentary methods. One man might do it 
by unparliamentary methods. It was 
only when something had occurred to 
weaken the central principle, the inner 
life, of a Party that some particular in- 
terest in that Party laid hold of the 
machinery and mechanism of Govern- 
ment and used it to further its own 
special interests without regard to the 
welfare of the country as a whole. 
He thought those who had listened to 
the debates during the past few days 
must have noticed a more bitter 
element in them than had marked the 
ordinary discussions in this House 
They had been grappling with a great: 
trust. They were face to face with a 
great commercial organisation mobilised 
for the effective purposes of political 
warfare. They had seen it thrust its 
greedy fingers down the back of the 
Treasury Bench and pull the coat tails 
of Ministers, and when they reflected that 
the Prime Minister was dependent for 
his return to the House upon the votes 
ofa certain’class of liquor-sellers in his 
constituency [MINISTERIAL cries of “ No, 
no” and “ Withdraw,” and cheers. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has not committed any breach of order. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
they had realised what it meant to fight 
against a great commercial combination 
which took a prominent part in political 
action, and the reflection occurred to hon. 
Members when they saw this great trust 
in working order, “ Thank God, there is 
only one of them at present that we have 
to face. We have only one now, but 
when the Birmingham golden age is 
ushered in--—”’ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now travelling beyond the Motion. 
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*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL, con- 
tinuing, said the Prime Minister had been 
largely responsible for the present situa- 
tion. It was undoubtedly the case that 
the right hon. Gentleman had led the 
House by different methods to those of 
some of his predecessors. If there was 
some matter the House was anxious to 
discuss, on which the conduct of the 
Government was impeached, the Prime 
Minister did not prepare an elaborate 
answer to the charges. No, he put down 
a blocking Motion. [Opposition cheers 
and MInIsTERIAL cries of “No.” ] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Prime M'nister’s 
action with regard to that, even if the 
hon. Member is correct, is one of those 
past actions of the Government which 
cannot have contributed to produce this 
Motion, and cannot now be commented 


upon. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said it 
was very difficult to bring any point 
within the Rules of debate in the face of 
such interruptions. [MINISTERIAL cries 
of “ Divide.” 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): Mr. Speaker, I rise to order. 
For the last ten minutes I have been 
endeavouring to listen to the speech of 
the hon. Member, and I have been 
unable to follow him. I think it is one 
of the privileges every hon. Member is 
entitled to that he should be heard. 
[Cries of ‘‘Order.”] I do ask you, as 
Speaker of this House, to try to keep 
order for us. [Cries of “Oh, oh” and 
* Order.”’} 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is impossible for 
the Speaker to compel every Member 
to keep silence, but I trust every hon. 
Member will observe the Rules of the 
House. 


*Mr.WINSTON CHURCHILL, speak - 
ing amid continued interruptions, said it 
would not have been strange if, when the 
House of Commons was unable to discuss 


‘the great question of the day, there 
should have been a resort to the rough- 
and-ready method of obstruction. 


But 
the Prime Minister had not alleged that 
there had been obstruction. The rights 


'of the minority, he ventured to suggest 
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to hon. Members opposite, were rights 
which they would perhaps have need to 
consider in days that were not far 
distant. He saw the Prime Minister in 
his place. Was it to be supposed that 
he was a consenting party to this up- 
roar! [Cries of “ Order.”! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot, of course, 
compel the silence of every hon. Member 
of this House, but I would remind them 
that the Orders of this House as they 
existe1 more than 250 years ago make 
it the duty of every Me nber to maintain 
silence whilst a Me nber is addressing the 
House. No Speaker can enforce that 
rezulation, but I appeal to the House 
whether it is not more conducive to the 
dignity of the House when a Member is 
speaking, whether his opinions be popular 
or not, that he should be allowed to 
proceed. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): I wish to ask, as a point of order, 
whether we have not the right to show 
our dissent from strong personal attacks 
made on the Leader of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Personal attacks, so 
far as they are orderly, ought to be 
borne without disorderly interruption. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said he 
was quite at a loss to deal with these 
interruptions, differing as they did from 
those which took place at public meetings, 
the authors of them not being amenable 
to argument or appeals for fair play. 
But he did not desire to detain the 
House long. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that the legislative programme 
of the’ session was notextensive, Surely 
it was very remarkable that he had not 
been able to carry out the ordinary legis- 
lative programme by ordinary Parliamen- 
tary methods. The cause which had 
brought about the Parliamentary break- 
down did not lie on the Benches of the 
Opposition, but on the Benches of the 
other side ; and what they had witnessed 
that night was only another element in 
the demoralisation which had taken place 
in the great Conservative Party, a demora- 
lisation which made Members perfectly 
willing to come down to shout down an 
unpopular speaker, perfectly willing to be 
in their places when the liberties of the 
House of Commons were to be voted 


Mr. Wirston Church, 
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away, but not willing, as the hon. Member 
for Spen Valley had said, to forsake their 
dinner, not willing to forego the pleasures 
of Ascot, or to sit in the House later than 
15th August. He had finished the observa- 
tions which he desired to make, and he was 
bound to say that he appealed to the good 
sense of the House of Commons to say 
whether he had received fair treatment— 
[Cheers and cries of ‘‘ Divide” ]|—whether 
the carefully-organised attack upon the 
liberties of debate in which the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham 
was an accomplice and a _ consent- 
ing party — [Loud cries of “ Or- 
der,” ‘“ Withdraw,” and} cheers}—— 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said, Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to a point of ordar. [Cries 
of No” and interruption.] I merely wish 
to know, Sir, whether it is in order 
{interuption and cries of “Order” for 
the junior Member for Oldham to say 
that there is a conspiracy against him in 
which I am an accomplice—a statement 
which is absolutely untrue. [Cries of 
“Oh” and “Order” ani cheers and 
counter-cheers. } 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should not make charges of that kind, 
[Cheers and cries of “ Withdraw.” ] 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL, who 
was again received with cries of “ With- 
draw,” said: Mr. Speaker, if I have said 
anything which passes in any degree the 
limitations of the order of debate [cries of 
“ Order” and “ Withdraw ’”’] I completely 
withdraw it. I have made my protest 
which I venture tocommit to the good 
sense and calmer consideration of the 
House. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland), who spoke amid noise and 
interruption, said he was only going to 
say a few sentences. He was endeavour- 
ing to make his voice heard hundreds of 
miles beyond this House. The question 
now before the House was, in his opinion, 
one of the most important that had ever 
been submitted to any Parliament. They 
had long been accustomed in this country 
to point the finger of scorn at the ways 
of Tammany. They had been educated 
to jeer at the struggles of candidates for 
the Presidency of South American re 


publics to secure place and power and . 
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profit for themselves. But surely the 
degradation of the House of Commons, the 
Mother of Parliaments, had reached full 
measure When hon. Members were brought 
here to vote closure by compartments ona 
Bill of such importance as this. In con- 
nection with Home Rule there was no 
question of this or that company’s shares 
going upordown. During the discussion 
of this Bill the House had presented a 
deplorable spectacle. More than once a 
representative of the great brewing 
interest had been seen hanging over and 
directing the Premier of this country as 
to how he was to act, and they had had 
the same hon. Gentleman in the lobbies 
telling hon. Members how they were to 
vote. That was a humiliating position 
for Members of the House of Commons to 
be placed in. The people of the country 
were entitled to have some knowledge of 
the character of the legislation proposed, 
but this had been denied to them in 
respect of this measure at any rate. 
The Government did not seem to under- 
stand their own minds. In the course of 
the discussion which had taken place on 
the Bill it had been shown that the 
Prime Minister and the Home Secretary 
did not understand the real character of 
the Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Mem- 
ber must confine himself to the question 
before the House. 
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*Mr. CATHCART WASON said he only 
wanted to show that the Prime Minister 
and the Home Secretary did not under- 
stand the Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 
point now before the House. 
*Mr. CATHCART WASON: May I 


allude to this point. The hon. Member 
for Tunbridge Wells moved an Amend- 
ment, and the Solicitor-General promised 
to give consideration to the pomt 
raised —— 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is notin order for 
the hon. Member to refer to discussions 
that took place on Amendments. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON said he 
only wished to allulte to the matters to 
show the imbecility of the Government 
in recard to their own Bill. 
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were submitted tothe constituencies in 
its nakedness ani baldness it would 
be scouted from John O’ Groats to Land’s 
End. He would venture to make an appeal 
to hon. Members opposite with regard 
to the effect this measure would have 
on the social welfare of the people of 
the country. There was not a single 
day when millions of the King’s subjects 
did not pray to the Almighty Father 
not to lead them into temptation. It 
was the duty of an Assembly like this 
to help the people, and to prevent them 
so far as possible from being led into 
temptation. That end would not be 
promoted by the passing of this Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): In the few 
words it will be my duty to address 
to the House I shall endeavour to 
follow the good example propounded 
and exhibited by the Leader of the House 
on Friday when he introduced h's Motion. 
He said that he would avoid saving 
anything which might add to the excite 
ment which very naturally prevailed 
on such an occasion, I think that is 
the duty of all Members of the House 
at this time, perhaps in a larger degree 
than in the case of some others on the 
part of those who have some authority 
over individual sections of the House. It 
is not that I do not feel strongly the 
nature of the Vote that is going to be 
taken and the effect of it, as I believe, 
upon the general estimate by the world 
of this House and its deliberations; but 
above all things let us do what we have 
to do with dignity and in order. If 1 try 
to avoid saying anything of an irritating 
character, though one cannot altogether 
avoid controversial topics, I trust that my 
efforts will be responded to by hon. Mem- 
bers opposite. My intention is perhaps 
rather ambitious ; it is to say something 
new, or at all events to bring the House 
back to the argument the Leader of the 
House used when he proposed this Motion. 
We have had a pretty full discussion 
on the general question of these Motions, 
their nature, their use, and their abuse. 
We have had instances drawn from 
previous occasions fully analysed and 
discussed, and we have had all the in- 
fluence that can be brought to bear on 
the mind of anyone going to vote in 
relation to the Bill itself and its position 
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in Committee at this moment; but I am 
going to take up the plea on which the 


right hon. Gentleman founded _ this 
Motion. He based his case for guillotining 


the Bill on the first clause on the time 
and the business of the session; he 
challenged examination of the course of 
business during the session and a com- 
parison with other sessions; in fact, his 
case was practically a vote of censure on 
the Opposition; and from that point of 
view I will make a few observations. 
He said— 

‘Tf the House insists on spending night after 
night in criticism the time given to legislation 
must be curtailed.” 

Before Easter, he said, one afternoon 
only was given to legislation. Again, he 
says— 

“T say, and say emphatically, if you are 
going to allow the Government ” 
but who does he mean by “you’’? | 
thought the Government were in charge 
of business— 

“Tf you are going to allow the Government 
to have cne afternoon before Easter and seven 
between Easter and ‘Whitsuntide, you are 
making an apportionment of time which is not 
enough for legislation and too mueh for 
criticism.” 

But my answer is, it is not we who 
made the apportionment of time, it is he. 
He then went on to challenge acomparison 
between this session and other sess‘ons, 
and this challenge I reply to. It involves 
not the merits of this particular Bill, not 
the question what may be the demand 
for the Bill or the effects that may result 
from it not passing; we hear very little of 
that part of the case, for, indeed, there is 
no demand. As has been pointed out, 
petitions—which after all are an old- 
fashioned way of testing public opinion 
somewhat fallen into discredit and disuse 
of late years—petitions have been all on 
one side, there being but a solitary one on 
the other. For myself Lhave, since the Bill 
was introduced, received copies of 4,000 
resolutions passed at public meetings and 
by public boies in opposition to the Bill, 
an] as these Resolutions were accom- 
panied by an intimation that copies had 
been sent to the Prim» Minister, the right 
hon. Gentleman must be ejually well 
aware of the state of public opinion. 
There is nothing connected with the Bill, 
or the feeling of the country towards it, 
its urgency or its necessity, in the case of 
the right hon. Gentleman; but that the 


Sir H. Campell-Bannerman. 
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business of the session, including the 
proceedings on this Bill, would have been 
in an advanced and favourable position 
if the disposition of the Government had 
not been thwarted and brought to con- 
fusion by the Opposition—that is the 
case upon which I am challenged. I am 
very glad to look into it and I will 
tell the House what I find. I find so far 
has it been from the fact that an exagver- 
ated amount of time has been occupied 
with criticism during the session, the 
time so occupied has been relatively and 
absolutely insufficient. To begin with, 
let us consider this—was there reason for 
criticism, was there more or less ground 
for it this session? The occasion for it 
was unprecedented, just as the measures 
adopted for closing the mouth of the 
House of Commons were also beyond 
precedent. The Government were unable 
to settle their own policy in regard to 
two of the most important questions 
before us—namely, the fiscal question 
and the Army question. With regard to 
the public service, they were spending 
money like water without producing any 
justifi‘ation. They are still groping 
about for the true function of the Army. 
No one has found it except the Secretary 
of State for War, who tells us that he 
feels, and knows, and sees exactly what 
ought to be done. Then why does he 
not tell us what ought to be done? That 
would save agreat deal of the tine 0° the 
Government, and would have saved a 
still larger amount of tine if it had been 
done two or three months ago. Then, 
with regard to the Navy, a great deal of 
time has been spent in reconciling a two- 
Power standard of strength with three 
and a half-Power standard of expendi- 
ture. Then there are blunders like the 
Somaliland campaign, and such incidents 
as the adventure of the peaceful Mission 
to Tibet and the importation of Chinese 
labour. [Muinistertar eries of ‘ Oh.”] 
I am analysing the causes, and [ am 
within my right. The real matter for 
criticism, however, is the presence of the 
right hon. Gentlenan on that Bench, 
notwithstanding that they have lost, as 
we say and as they can hardly deny, the 
confidence of the country and also their 
due authority in this House, Look at 
their position. They are a band of fiscal 
reformers reduced to positive incoherence 
the moment any one gets up and tries to 
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explain his views. That furnishes ground 
for criticism for nearly a whole session. 


[have been speaking of the necessity, or 
excuse, or reason for criticism. Now let 
us come to the dimensions of it. One 
dav has been allowed to a vote of cen- 
sure on Chinese labour. Three Motions 
for the Adjournment of the House have 
been made from the Opposition Benches 
and two from the Government Benches. 
And these are the only inroads that have 
been made upon Government time. 
There have been private Motions possibly, 
but they have been in private Members’ 
time. Let me dissect the session. 
Kighty-two days up toand including last 
Friday—the very number of days spent 
onthe Home Rule Bill in Committee when 
strong measures were taken in 1892-93 
—eighty-two davs haye been at the dis- 
posal of the Government in whole or in 
part for their business. Of these two 
whole days and three evenings were 
devoted to criticism outside the usual 
routine in the way [have spokenof. Isit 
claimed that the vote of censure was 
wantonly or unnecessarily moved? No, 
‘ir. The amentment of the Finance 
Bill took two days. Is this complained 
off The two days spent on the con- 
sideration of the Finance Bill were just 
as much a part of the legislative work of 
the session as the days spent on the 
Licensing Bill itself. There was the 
usual debate on the Address, of which no 
complaint was made by right hon. 
Gentlemen. ‘lwo days of it were spent 
in discussing “the grave negligence and 
mismanagenient of the Ministry, whereby 
the duration, magnitude, and cost of the 
War were greatly increased.” That was 
the Motion of my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for South Shields. Was 
two davs too long for a Motion of that 
importance, founded upon the Report of 
the Commission on the War, which had 
attracted universal 


| attention and ex- 
cited strong feeling in the country? At 


anv rate, the Government and the late 
Colonial Secretary made two interesting 
contributions to that debate. They did 
hot appear to resent it, but were rather 
glad of the opportunity of defending 
themselves. Two days were given to 
Chinese labour on the understanding laid 
down by the Government that this 
would be the only opportunity before 
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Six days 
were spent in the forlorn hope of en- 
deavouring to piece together into an 
intelligible and authoritative shape the 
conflicting and irreconcilable views of 
the distracted colleagues of the Prime 
Minister on the fiscal reform question. 
Was that time wasted? In one sense I 
admit it was wasted, because we did 
not succeed, after all, in arriving at a 
knowledge of what their policy was. 
That was not our fault. The reason of 
it was that a great question was suddenly 
and rashly raised and that the Govern- 
ment were found, after all, to have not 
only unsettled convictions, but con- 
flicting ‘ and irreconcilable opinions. 
The natural consequence of that state of 
things was the occupation of a great part 
of Parliamentary time. But let me 
follow the time-table. There were four- 
teen days on the Address, three days on 
votes of censure, and three evenings on 
adjournments. That is twenty days, 
which leaves the Prime Minister sixty- 
two days, in whole or part, for Supply or 
legislation. Of these, four days, the 
same which he allows for the considera- 


tion in Committee of this most com- 
plicated and far-reaching Bill, were 
spent on the Supplementary — Esti- 
mates, which the Government them- 


selves introduce|, which were on a scale 
absolutely withoat parallel and which 
really constituted, for the Army and Navy, 
a sort of new Army and Navy Budget. 
There were no obstructive tactics here. 
Is the right hon. Gentleman satisfied that 
the conduct of this Army business has 
been such as to disarm criticism? The 
time so spent was given to the country. 
If time was wasted it was owing to the 
manner in which information was either 
communicated in some part to, or with- 
held in the greatest part from, the House. 
The Licensing Bill could have been 
introduced before Easter, if it was 
ready, but it was evidently not ready. 
Six Bills came before the House—the 
Labourers (Ireland) Bill, Police Super- 
annuation, Scotch Education, Penal 
Servitude, Aliens, and Dogs, those twin 
measures which seem to be complemen- 
tary to each other, treating the dog as an 
alien and treating the alien as a dog. 
There was also a Bishopric Bill, and there 
was an innocent and uncontroversial Bill, 
which has yet to come on, called the 
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Local Authorities (Default) Bill. But 
how absurd to charge the Opposition 
with bringing about a waste of time, or 
at any rate such an expenditure of time 
as leads to a deadlock and makes closure 
by compartments on a Bill of first-class 
importance necessary, when dogs and 
aliens, bishops and Irish labourers, con- 
victs, Scotch schools, and policemen 
were given priority! And when the Bill 
had got into Committee on 6th June, as 
we all remember, progress was suspended 
inorder that stalwarts of the Government 
should be able to go to Ascot, and then, 
a little further on, it was again suspended 
in order that the tobacco trade should be 
able to recover from the confusion into 
which the Government had plunged it. 


The Prine Minister has invited this 
scrutiny which I have given of the mode 
in which he has managed and distributed 
the time of the House. Is he proud of this 
leisurely, dilettante, haphazard conduct 
of business, with here a little and there a 
little, a nibble at this and then a bite at 
that? I do not think the record has 
been satisfactory, for that is not the way 
to force along business. The Govern- 
ment started with several episodes in 
their external policy which seemed to be 
incredible—at least, we cannot obtain 
from them a clear explanation or in- 
telligible excuse—and with a great 
domestic revolution, for it is nothing less, 
put forward without rhyme or reason, on 
which they do not know their own mind. 
And then they complain, having begun 
in this way and having gone floundering 
and blundering along in the way I have 
described, forsooth, to the House and say 
that it is we who have driven them to 
the strong measures now to be employed. 
The whole responsibility is laid on the 
Opposition, and we are told that the 
credit of Parliament will be destroyed 
unless this measure, profoundly distaste- 
ful to at least very large sections of the 
people of this country, unheard of when 
the Government were put in power, un- 
thought of even two years ago when they 
were dealing with this question of licans- 
ing, and on which we have just raised 
enough of the curtain in the few days 
that the Bill was in Committee to see 
how complex and serious are the ques- 
tions it involyes-—that Parliament is to 
be discredited unless it is forced 
through this House without Amendment. 


Sur H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Government even this very day have 
put a number of new Amendments on 
the Paper in explanation of their views, 
I repudiate the responsibility the Govern- 
ment seek to put on us. It is not we 
who have allowed this or allowed that. 
It is the right hon. Gentleman who has 
managed the business of the House in a 
way which has led to this necessity. If 
this Bill had been a measure which 
we thought would be a good one, one 
likely to accomplish its object, and one 
which the people of this country desired, 
even then it would have been a strong 
order to invite us to treat a measure of 
that kind in this way. When, however, 
it is a Bill which we think will be dis- 
astrous to the country in its present 
shape, a Bill that will require immediate 
Amendment by Parliament, if it is passed, 
when opportunity offers—when that is 
the kind of Bill then, of course, we 
oppose this proceeding with the utmost 
willingness and with all the strength 
we possess. I have endeavoured to meet 
the right hon. Gentleman’s plea, not, 
I can well imagine, to his satisfaction, 
but, at any rate, to the information of 
a good many people who heard the 
plea urged—and when that plea which 
he has put forward is so wrapt up in 
his own conduct of the business of the 
House we are entitled to explain to the 
country that we have no art nor part in 
this proceeding, and shall discharge our 
duty in voting against the Motion he has 
brought forward. This proceeding, while 
it will do no credit either to the Govern- 
ment which proposes it, or the Parliament 
which adopts it, will also tend to strengthen 
the public opinion as to the reputation of 
the Government in whose favour it is 
made. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said he did not 
think any one in this House could charge 
him with having obstructed the Govern: 
ment in any debate. During the dis- 
cussion he had got up on several occa- 
sions but was unsuccessful in catching 
the eye of either the Speaker or the 
Chairman of Committees. He had not 
complained of that, because in most 
instances some one else had spoken 
what was in his mind. But he could 
not allow this Motion to go by without 
expressing, during the few minutes at his 
disposal, his opinion, humble as it might 
be, but which he knew had the support 
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of his constituents. He had always held 
in great esteem the Prime Minister, and 
believed the right hon. Gentleman to be 
a man of great sincerity, although he 
hal not always agreed with him in all 
the right hon. Gentleman had sail and 
done. But that conviction had _ been 
dispelled out of his mind, because he 
really believed that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not sincere in thrusting 
this Bill down the throats of the hon. 
Members and the country. [MrnisTERIAL 
eries of “Oh, oh!”] Hon. Members 
might dissent, but he had a right to 
enjoy his opinion as they had theirs. 
He felt strongly on this question. While 
this was a Billto compensate brewers 
for putting arsenic in their beer, it made 
no provision to give compensation to 
those who were poisoned by drinking 
their beer. The number of days and 
hours set apart for the Bill was certainly, 
in his opinion, insufficient to adequately 
discuss a measure of this magnitude and 
importance. He agreed with the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham for 
once, that when he was on that side of 
the House in oppos.tion, and the Liberals 
were in power, if the Liberal Party 
adopted such a monstrous proposal as 
this, he would join with the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham in oppos- 
ing it. At any rate, in the experience 
he had had, he had never known any 
Party, either Tory or Liberal, to have 
done anything of this kind in thrusting 
a Bill of this character down the throats 
of hon. Members with insufficient dis- 
cussion. He wanted to make it dis- 
tinctly clear that he would only be a 
passive resister that night, and should 
vote against the closure; but he would 
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become a very active resister after 
that night and should take no part in 
closure by compartments. [MINIs- 
TERIAL interruptions and cries of “Oh, 
oh!” ] He did not say that with a 
view of convincing hon. Members opposite, 
because many of them were convinced 
of the advantages of a Bill which would put 
money into their own pockets. [MINIs- 
TERIAL ironical laughter.] Hon. Gentle- 
men might laugh, but he had his convic- 
tions, and he hoped he understood a little 
bit, as well as some people who were 
interested, what the position really was. 
He had listened to a great many debates 
in this House, and he recognised that it 
was sometimes necessary to have the 
closure, but only after some reasonable 
time had been given to the discuss on of 
the point at issue. But insufficient time 
had been given for the discussion of this 
Bill, and whatever might be the conse- 
quences he would not allow the closure 
by compartments to be enforced without 
some active resistance, and he hoped they 
would let the country know that there 
were some persons in this House who had 
some regard to the dignity of Parlia- 
ment. The Prime Minister had reduced 
the House to a very undignified position. 


And, it being midnight, Mr. SPEAKER 
proceeded to interrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. A.J. BALrour rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided ; Ayes, 303; Noes, 
223. (Division List No. 187.) 
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Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 





Lyell, Charles Henr, 


(Procedure). 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W.H. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
©’ Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William: 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John‘E. (Wateriord) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eiiion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 











{COMMONS} 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Usleof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 





Question put accordingly, “That the | 
woids ‘the proceedings’ stand part of | 228. 
tle Question.” 


AYES, 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A. (Wore 
Chaplin,Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Coates, Edward Feetham 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Austin, Sir John Coddington, Sir William 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Baldwin, Altred Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r | Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Balfour, Capt. C.B.(Hornsey) | Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds) | Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) | 


3alfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Janbury, Sir Frederick George | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor) | Cust, Henry John C. 

Zartley, Sir George C. T. | Dalkeith, Ear! of 

3each, Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. | Davenport, William Bromley 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Bignold, Arthur | Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Bigwood, James Dickson, Charles Scott 

Bill, Charles | Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C, 
Bond, Edward Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Bousiield, William Robert Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Bowles, Lt.Col.H. F. (Middlesex | Doughty, George 

Brassey, Albert Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Bull, William James Duke, Henry Edward 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Butcher, John George Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Willian Hart 
Carlile, William Walter Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Cautley, Henry Strother Fardell, Sir T. George 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbyshire | Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Finch,Rt. Hon. George H. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. | Fisher, William Haye 





Colomb,Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. | 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Bell and Mr. Henderson. 








The House divided : Ayes, 301; Noes, 
(Division List No. 188.) 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Sir Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
| Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
| Gore,Hon. S. F. Ormsby (Line.) 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene,W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hail, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG.( Middx 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(‘l'ynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir’ A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 


BS 


Hope,J. F.(Sheffield, Brizhtside 





Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
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Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, Favers’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jefireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks. NR 
Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C.(Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M'‘Iver,Sir Lewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Jan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell,RtHnSir H.E.(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H.M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 


VOL. CXXXVIL_ | Fou 





{4 Jury 1904} 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt HnA. Graham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel,Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Persy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Hdward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
idley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 





Sharpe, William Edward T. 


NOES. 


Blake, Edward 

3oland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
3ryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.{M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff. Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C E H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel Wiiliam George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E.(faunt’n 
Welby,SirCharles G. E.( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
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Cullinan, J, 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William ; 
Devlin, Charles Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M.(Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC (S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry ‘Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. ( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt,Lewis V.(Rossendale 
Harcourt, RtHn SirW(Monm’th 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C.E.H.(Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers ’t, K 
Holland,Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

‘Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 


Adjournment 


Main Question again proposed. 














{COMMONS} 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M. Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir CharlesBenjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mitchell,Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W,) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 


And, it being after Midnight, and objec- 


tion being taken to further Proceeding, | 
_ the debate stood adjourned. 


| 
| 





Adjourned at 


of the House, 600 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid,Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8.M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.('sle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, HC.( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.(Radclitte) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,JA (Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT. (Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


twenty - three 
minutes before One o’clock. 





<in <isterisk (") at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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LORD HENNIKER. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor 
that the right of Charles Henry Chandos 
Henniker-Major, Baron Henniker in the 
Peerage of Ireland, to vote at the elec- 
tion of Representative Peers for Ireland 
has been established to the satisfaction 
ofthe Lord Chancellor; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Member. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
: House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
? had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
“from the Examiners that the further 
‘ Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have not been complied with :— 
London County Council (General Powers). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
& Table. 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill. 
Report from His Majesty’s Attorney- 
General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


Thurles Urban District Council Water 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments. 


London United Tramways Bill. Report 
$ from the Select Committee, That the 
3 Committee had not proceeded with the 
~ consideration of the Bill, no parties having 
’ appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and 
: ordered to lie on the Table. The orders 
§ made on the 16th and 2Ist of June last 
y discharged, and Bill committed for Thurs- 
, day next. 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill[{u.u.]. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.t.]. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not pro- 
ceeded with the consideration of the 
Bill, no parties having appeared in 
Opposition thereto; read, and ordered to 


lie on the Table. The orders made on the - 
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14th and 2Ist of June last discharged, 
and Bill committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill. Report from the Joint 
Committee that the Bill ought to be 
allowed to proceed; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Melrose District Water Order Confirma- 
tion Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Birmingham) Bill [H.1.]; 
Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill[H.u.]. Returned from the 


Commons agreed to. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Brymbo Water Bill; Great Central 
and Midland Joint Railways Bill; Hum- 
ber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill; 
Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill. Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed tc. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [a.u.]. House in Committee (accord- 
ing toorder). The Amendments proposed 
by the Select Committee made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill [H..]. House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made ; 
further Amendments made. Standinz 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [u.t.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bills to be read 3* on Thurs- 
day next. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.]. House in Committee (according 
to order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negativel. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


Melrose District Water Order Confirma- 


tion Bill. Read 1"; to be printed; and 
(pursuant to the Private Lezislation 
2B 
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Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed 
to have been read 2* (The Lord Kintore | 
(EZ. Kintore) ), and reported from the 
Committee. (No. 130.) 





PETITION. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [H.t.]. 
Petition to be heard by Counsel for 

Amendment of; of Electric Supply Com- 

panies ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3202. United States (Chicago) ; 
No. 3203. Venezuela (Caracas). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


DEAN FOREST BILL. 
Order of yesterday referring the Bill to 
the Examiners discharged; and Bill to 
be printed. (No. 131.) 


RE-VACCINATION BILL [H.L. ]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further Amendment. The Re- 
port of the Amendment made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 


RAILWAYS (PRIVATE SIDINGS) BILL. 
[Seconp READING.] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, this 
is a very short Bill containing only two 
clauses, and it has passed through all its 
stages in the other House. The general 
idea of the Billis to put back the law 
into the position which we always thought 
it occupied. It has always been con- 
sidered that it was the law that facilities 
should be granted by the railway com- 
panies to traders and others owning pri- 
vate sidings. This idea has been rather 
rudely shaken by two decisions of the 


Courts in England and Scotland, and this , 
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Bill has been framed to put back the law 
into the position which we considered it 
previously occupied. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 


| 2«.’(Lord Wolverton.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 


| mitted to a Committee of the Whole 


House, on Friday next. 


HALL-MARKING OF FOREIGN PLATE 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Tue Eart or LYTTON: My Lords, I 
need detain your Lordships but a very 
few moments in explaining this Bill. Its 
object briefly is to secure that the mark 
which is required by the existing law to 
be placed upon all articles of gold and 
silver plate imported from foreign 
countries shall be of so distinctive a 
character as to fulfil the purposes which 
it was originally intended to serve. A 
casual glance at this Bill might perhaps 
lead some of your Lordships to imagine 
that it was an attempt to give some 
advantage to British over foreign-made 
plate. Such an opinion as that would be 
altogether erroneous. The Bill, it is true, 
has the support of, and is, indeed, largely 
promoted by the traders of Birmingham 
and Sheffield ; but, nevertheless, it has no 
connection, however remote, with the 
now famous fiscal policy of Birmingham, 
or even with the milder, though not less 
famous, policy of Sheffield. If it had, I 
should not now be asking your Lordships 
to give it a Second Reading. 


The law at the present moment is as 
follows. By an Act of Parliament passed 
in the year 1876 all gold and silver plate 
which is imported from foreign countries, 
and which is taken to an _ assay 
office to be stamped, has placed upon 
it the letter I’ in an oval shield to 
denote that it is of foreign origin. 
The Act which enforces this regulation 
distinctly laid down the objects for im- 
pressing this letter. It was stated that 
the object was to denote that such gold 
and silver plate was imported from 
foreign ports, and not wrought or made 
in the United Kingdom. But this letter 
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F has not been found to be sufficiently 
distinctive in character, because it is very 


easily confused with either the initial of | 


the manufacturer of the plate,or even with 
the letter which denotes the year in which 
the plate was marked. Your Lordships 
will know that there are letters frequently 
placed upon gold and silver plate; this 
letter F is very easily confused with 


one of those letters, and the hall-mark | 


which is placed upon articles of plate and 
was originally intended merely to denote 
the quality of the plate, has now been 
generally looked upon as an indication of 
British manufacture. The result of this 
is that large quantities of gold and silver 


plate of foreign origin have been imported | 


into this country, and having received an 
hall-mark at an Assay Office in this 
country, have been sold in this country, 
and even exported to other countries and 
there sold, as plate of British manufacture. 
In other words, my Lords, the object of 
the Act of 1876 has not been carried out, 
and it is the intention of this Bill to 
remedy that particular matter. 


There is no new principle involved in 
this Bill. No plate which is not obliged 
to be marked at present will have to 
receive a mark in future. In fact, the 
only result of the passing of this Bill will 
be that what has in the past been 
done inadequately will in the future be 
done adequately. The precise mark 
which in future is to be placed upon im- 
ported gold and silver plate is tu be 
decided by an Order in Council, because 
it is a very technical matter, and no 
doubt the decision will ultimately be 
arrived at after consultation with the 
Assay officers and the members of the 
trade. One word as to the history of 
the Bill. The Bill was introduced last 
year into the House of Commons, and in 
March of that year a very large and in- 
fluential deputation, representing the 
traders of London, Birmingham, and 
Sheffield, waited upon the President of 
the Board of Trade to urge its claims. 
The principle was accepted by the 
Government, and the Bill has since been 
redrafted under the direct supervision of 
the Board of Trade. It has been intro- 
duced into the House of Commons again 


this year, and has passed through all its | 


stages, and in its present form it receives 
the support of all the mémbers engaced 
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in the gold and silver trade in this 
country. The Association of Chambers 
of Commerce has passed a resolution in 
its favour, as also have the trades unions 
in this country. In fact, the Bill has the 
support both of the masters and of the 
men. In those circumstances I feel sure 
your Lordships will not hesitate to read 
it a second time. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2°,” 
—(The Earl of Lytton.) 


On Question, Bill read 2', and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 





YEOMANRY WEAPONS, 


Lorp ASHBURTON: My Lords, I 
rise to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for War whether in deciding upon a 
second weapon for the Yeomanry regi- 
ments due consideration will be given to 
the fact that, while fully armed for fight- 
ing on foot, they require a weapon for use 
when mounted and carrying out the work 
of scouting and patrolling, in the execu- 
tion of which they would be liable to 
sudden attack by those of the enemy’s 
forces engaged in the same duties. 


I have to ask your Lordships’ indul- 
gence on rising to address the House for 
the first time. About six weeks ago a 
Question was asked relating to the 
Yeomanry by a noble Lord who served 
with great distinction in South Africa, 
and who is now in command of one of 
the newly raised Scottish Yeomanry regi- 
ments. Out of that Question a some- 
what long debate arose, in which the 
necessity for a second weapon for the 
Yeomanry was freely mentioned. I think 
the consensus of opinion in your Lord- 
ships’ House was entirely in favour of 
such a weapon. I cannot help thinkinz 
at the same time that the main factor in 
deciding what that weapon should be was 
rather overlooked. The Yeomanry are 
now, like the Regular cavalry, trained 
to fight on foot, and for their foot work 
they cannot want a better weapon than 
the one they have got--the long-ran:e 
magazine rifle. But they are taught 
other duties which I venture to think are 
even more important than their foot 
work—namely, those of scouting and 
patrolling. 
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The Yeomanry. though they are now a 
kind of mounted rifles, described by Sir 
John French as a “ form of cavalry,” are 
in reality, I think, the cavalry of the 
Auxiliary Forces, and on them, whenever 
the time should come for our Militia and 
infantry to be placed on the footing of 
active service, much of the scouting and 
patrolling would fall. If that, patrolling 
is to be of the kind described by the 
present Inspector-General of Cavalry in 
India as ‘ Blind-man’s-dog scouting,” 
then it is a waste of time to haveit; 


Yeomanry 


but if, on the other hand, the scouting | 


and patrolling is to be efficiently carried 
out, it will carry with it not the risk but 
the certainty of frequent hostile collisions 
with small bodies of the enemy. 
cannot hope, I suppose, for the second 
time to be fighting a nation who will have 
no weapon except the rifle. You may 
take it for granted that whenever we are 
at war again the enemy’s scouting will be 
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done by men armed with other weapons | 


than the rifle. In a wooded country the 
land lends itself to such fights; they 
will be short, and, if the Yeomanry are 
left as they are at present, I do not see 
what they can be expected to do. 


It is now nearly three years since the 
war ended, and the Yeomanry are in just 
the same position as they were then. 
They have only one weapon. When the 
noble and gallant Earl the late Com- 
mander-in-Chief spoke in the debate to 
which I refer, he told your Lordships that 
he was unable to remember why the issue 
of bayonets was discontinued to the 
Yeomanry. I think I may say with some 
confidence that 90 per cent. of the 
Yeomanry are deeply grateful to the 
person or the circumstances that caused 
that issue to cease, for a more unpopular 
weapon I do not think you could devise 
for the Yeomanry, and at the same time 
it would be an absolutely useless weapon. 
If it comes to bayonet work such as we 
have heard of in Manchuria, you cannot 
expect dismounted cavalry to compete 
with infantry. Masses of Yeomanry on 
foot would have very short shrift at the 
hands of trained infantry. 


The noble and gallant Ear] seemed to 
be in favour of bayonets and against 
swords, but I should like to suggest that 
there are swords and swords. I am no 
advocate of the present sword. It is an 


ord Ashburton. 
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ill-balanced weapon, it has a cutting 
edge, and it requires no little skill to 
properly handle. It has the great disad- 
vantage of requiring a considerable 
amount of instruction and an enormous 
amount of practice before a man can 
even be considered a fair s:vordsman; 


, but Lecause this particular type of 


sword is not a satisfactory one I fail to 
see that it is beyond the powers of the 
military authorities to design a weapon 


which, while being perfectly efficient, - 


would be much simplified, and the use of 
which would be more easily acquired, 
The weapon that would be an ideal one 
for the Yeomanry would be one about 
the length, perhaps a trifle loner, of the 
present naval cutlass without a cutting 
edge and merely a point, but with the 
same hilt. It would only require very 
simple sword exercise, and if the 
Yeomanry were armed with ‘such a 
weapon and with the rifle they have now 
they would be sufficiently armed for any 
work they might be called upon to do, 
I see no objection, if necessary, why that 
weapon should not be able to be fixed on 
the end of the rifle, provided that such 
means of attachment in no way inter- 
fered with its efficient use as a weapon 
for unmounted fighting for whch it 
would, of course, be specially designed. 


The amount of dissatisfacticn that 
exists in the Yeomanry now on the sub- 
ject of their armament and equipment, 
I do not think is realised in quarters 
where it would be well that it should be. 
In common with many other Yeomanry 
officers, I attach very serious importance 
to our half-armed condition at present, 
and I hope the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War will be able to 
give some assurance that the que-tion of 
the helpless condition of the Yeomanry 
will receive that consideration at the 
hans of the authorities which I venture 
to think it deserves, and that no attempt 
will be made to turn the Yeomanry into 
a mis2rably bad mounted iafantry by 
forcing tiat unpopular weapon, the 
bayonet, upon them. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE BROKE: 
My Lord:, I desire to associate myself 
with tie remarks which ha-e just fa.len 
from the noble Lord. I was one of those 
who were very. pleased to hear. i: the 
course of the debate the other day, that 
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Yeomanry 


the Yeomanry were going to be armed 
with a second weapon, but I must confess 


to a certain amount of alarm when I | 


heard that it was going to take the shape 
of the bayonet, and for the same reason 
which the noble Lord has just brought 
forward. 
member of the Yeomanry, to join him in 
requesting the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary to favourably consider the 
sword in preference to the bayonet. I 
venture to submit that the bayonet is not 
a weapon which can be used by a man 
on horseback.” We were also told during 
the course of the debate on the Yeo- 
manry not very long ago that the Yeo- 
manry were not primarily intended for 
service abroad, and that in the event of 
invasion, which I suppose is improbable, 
their principal use would be in this country. 
I venture to submit that for a mounted 
man a sword in his hand would be a 
very much more useful weapon than any- 
thing else. 


It may be urged against the use of | 


the sword by Yeomanry regiments 
that we should not have time to learn 
the sword exercise. Well, my Lords, in 
the old days before the Boer War, and 
before our swords were taken away from 
us, we used to cut the sword exercise. 
It was cut, you will say, with a blunt- 
edged weapon, but still the sword exercise 
was learnt with a considerable degree of 
efficiency, and I should like to call 
your attention to the fact that we 
now have almost three times the 
amount of training that we had before. 
We have fourteen working days in 
camp, and each officer and each man in 


our regiment, at any rate, attended five | 


preliminary mounted drills before the 


Yeomanry assembled incamp. Therefore, | 


I think we should have plenty of time in 
which to learn at any rate a modified 
form of the sword exercises. I should 
also like to ask the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary if he could give us some kind 


of assurance as to the position as a 


mounted force that the Yeomanry are 
going to occupy, whether we are to be 
cavalry or mounted infantry, or some- 
thing between the two. 


It may be that different conditions of 
Service may be suitable to different 
regiments. For instance, Lord Lovat’s 


Scouts may possibly desire to be treated | 
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as mounted infantry, although I cannot 
speak for them. But there are certain 
Midland regiments which have always 
been cavalry ever since they were started, 
and which could produce a squadron of 
at least 100 or 120 men accustomed to 
ride across country, who I venture to 
assert would be quite equal to undertak- 
ing any of the functions of a cavalry 
regiment. The whole essence of these 
Midland reziments, is, in the first 
instance, their cavalry character. There 
are officers and men in those regiments 
who would never have dreamt of joining 
the Militia or Volunteers, but who joined 
the Yeomanry because it was mainly con- 
nected with horsemanship and riding, 
and because there was a prospect of doing 
the work mounted. For that reason I 
sincerely trust nothing more will be done 
to dimin:sh the cavalry character of such 
regiments. I should like to respectfully 
assure the noble Earlthat any attempt 
to whittle away the cavalry character of 
these regiments will be most unpopular 
with all ranks. 


Weapons. 


*THe Eart or LONSDALE: My Lords, 
I do not wish to detain the House for 
many minutes, but on an occasion like 
this, when the weapon of the Yeomanry is 
concerned, I cannot refrain from asking 
your Lordships, as an Officer-in-Command 
of Yeomanry, to do ali in your power 
to prevent the introduction of such a 
weapon as the bayonet into the Yeo- 
manry. Anyone who is accustomed to 
the use of the rifle knows the absolute 
balance in its use, and anybody under- 
standing horsemanship must realise that 
no one, however fine a horseman he may 
be, is capable of using a rifle with a, 
bayonet attached to the end of it when 
it comes to lungeing. In fact I very 


/ much doubt if even a Sandow could use 


it. We have seen contests at various 
military competitions —sword  versu: 
lance, sword versus bayonet —but I do 
not know if any of your Lordships have 
ever witnessed a competition as between 
a rifle with a bayonet attached to it and 
a sword, the mounted competitor having 
the rifle. I have seen it twice, and each 


/time it has ended in serious discomfort 


to the horseman, for it is absolutely im- 
possible after lungeing for him to recover 
himself, and a defy even a Sandow to 
manipulate a horse with a rifle, having a 
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bayonet at the end of it, in his hand. 
When the whole secret of Yeomanry and 
Cavalry is dependent on the absolute 
balance of the man, whatever his weapon 
may be, with a view of remaining fixed 
in the saddle, it is obvious that such a 
weapon weuld be most prejudicial to 
Yeomanry, and it is for this reason I ask 
your Lordships to persuade the authorities 
not to introduce the bayonet as a second 
weapon into the Yeomanry. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (The Earl of DonovcHMore): 
My Lords, I think your Lordships will have 
gathered from the character of the de- 
bate that I am not being asked by the 
three noble Lords who have addressed 
your Lordships to give a final decision on 
this subject to-night. The matter is 
under consideration. In fact, I spent 
some time discussing it with three of my 
colleagues this morning, and I can assure 
your Lordships that it has not been lost 
sight of. I hope a decision will be an- 
nounced in another place at an early 
date, I can only repeat what I have said 
before. Although the three noble Lords 
who have addressed your Lordships this 
evening advocated the same view, I am 
sure your Lordships will admit that there 
are very many different opinions as to 
what the second arm for the Yeomanry 
should be. I addressed your Lordships 
at some length on that point the other 
day in the debate initiated by Lord 
Lovat, and I do not intend to repeat the 
arguments I then tried to lay before 
your Lordships. All sorts of weapons 
have been recommended to us, and all 
sorts of variations of every weapon have 
been recommended, and I sincerely hope 
we may be able to hit upon something 
which will be satisfactory, if not to all 
parties, at any rate to most parties, and 
I can assure the noble Lord who raised 
this question to-day that we are very 
anxious to come to a final settlement 
upon the point. 


I now come to the point raised 
by the noble Lord on the Cross 
Benches (Lord Willoughby de Broke). 
He is extremely anxious that nothing 
should be done, more especially in 
connection with the corps in the Mid- 
lands, to decrease what he calls their 
cavalry character. I can assure the 


The Earl of Lonsdie. 
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noble Lord that we have no intention of 
any action that could lead to that end, 
Your Lordships will, of course, under- 
stand that there are town corps and 
country corps of Yeomanry. The country 
corps generally consist of good riders, and 
not very good shots, when they are 
recruits, and the town corps generally 
consist of not very good riders and not 
very good shots, but still, as a rule, their 
shooting is better than their riding when 
they first come; and our desire is to 
train these two class2s to yeach as high a 
standard as thay possibly can in both 
these considerations. Our efforts natur- 
ally in the country corps are concentrated 








more on rifle shooting than on riding, 
and vice versa. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, it 
may seem somewhat presumptuous in me 
to interpose in this discussion in a House 
where so many of your Lordships are 
professionally acquainted with the matter 
before us, but I do think this House will 
be doing a good service in turning its 
attention for a short time this evening to 
this" question of how you are going to 
arm your mounted troops in the future, 
and how those arms are to be carried. 
For my own part, I quite agree with what 
has fallen from the noble Lords who have 
spoken, that as a weapon for mounted 
men the bayonet is ridiculous. It is 
all very well to have a bayonet, no 
doubt, for a man to use if he is acting as 
an infantry soldier, but it is ridiculous 
to say that a bayonet can be of any use 
to a man on horseback. I have seen a 
very ingenious invention by which the 
great part of the stock of the rifle was 
cut away in order that the man might 
get a better grip of the rifle and use it at 
arm’s 'ength as a lance, but I agree that 
it would require a Sandow to use a 
weapon of that sort with any success. 


The question we have to consider is, 
is it not rizht that mounted men, now 
that they are used so very much in a 
double capacity, sometimes on horseback 
and sometimes on foot, should at least 
have one weapon suitable for each 
position? I think most people will agr2e 
to that, and I think that the idea which 
we sometimes see portrayed in the 
illustrated papers, of a gallant mount7d 
infantryman galloping full speed, with 
his reins loose on the horse’s neek and his 
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rifle up to his shoulder taking aim, is 
quite impossible in modern warfare. It 
is possible to use the carbine on horse- 
back, but if it is to be used effectively it 
must be sufficiently short to be used in 
one hand as a pistol. I remember 
many years ago, when there were still 
puffalo in the United States, that I 
killed a number of buffalo with 
a carbine used in that way; it is far 
better than any revolver that was ever 
invented. What is the weapon you are 
going to give to your mounted man ? The 
two suggested are the lance and the 
sword. It seems to me that directly you 
give your mounted man a rifle the ques- 
tion of a lance drops out, because I do not 
see how a man can carry a rifle and a lance 
as well. Therefore, you are tied up at 
once to the sword. I believe that the 
sword should be such an one as Lord 
Ashburton suggested, and that it should 
be attached to the saddle so that it 
should be essentially a weapon which the 
man would rely upon on horseback to use 
from the horse. 
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Then we com? to the question of the | 


rifle and how it is to be carried. It seems 
to me one of the most extraordinary 
incidents of the whole of the rearmament 
of our forces that a shortened rifle should 
have been adopted for the purpose of 
being handed to every mounted man-— 
for that was the object of shortening the 
rifle—and that the manufacture of 
hundreds of thousands of shortened rifles 
should have been entered upon before 
any decision had been come to as _ to the 
manner in which that rifle was to be 





carried on horseback. All sorts of 
methods have been tried. A very dis- | 
tinguished general officer at Aldershot | 
told me the other day that they were at 
their wits’ ends to find a way of carrying 
this new rifle on horseback, and I have 
seen a number of the new rifles that have 
been so carried very much damaged by 
the operation. My Aldershot friend leans 
to carrying the rifle in a bucket on the 
saddle in the same way as the old car- 





bine was carried, but that is not so easily 
done. Noble Lords who have tried it 
will not have found it so easy as in the 
case of the old carbine, and, if you fix 


your rifle in a bucket on the saddle, then, | 


supposing your man is dismounted, both 


| 
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his sword and his rifle are left on the 
saddle, and he is without any arm at all. 


Weapons. 


I think a method of carrying the rifle 
or carbine should be decided upon which 
would allow of its being attached to the 
man, so that when he is dismounted he 
has a weapon with him, and that weapon 
the one which it is most convenient for 
him to use when on foot. I have 
another witness to call with regard to 
the question of carrying the rifle. A 
very capable cavalry officer writes to me— 

“ We have not yet discovered how we are 
to carry the new rifle. We have been supplied 
with shoes to fit on the saddle, bt the rifle is 
too short to carry with the sling and shoe.” 

I understood that that was the great 
object of shortening the rifle, that you 
were to be able to carry it with a lance 
attachment and in a lance shoe. The 
extraordinary result of shortening the 
rifle has been that you cannot carry it in 
this way because the rifle is too short. 
This officer continues— 

‘“‘T hear the cavalry at Aldershot are carry- 
ing them slung on their backs with their butt 
in the shoe, which must be very dangerous and 
uncomfortable. They complain of having lost 
a lot of bolts. A bucket to carry the new 
rifle is too clumsy for words.” 

My point is that it is an extraordinary 
thing that you should invent a new rifle 
for the express purpose of supplying to 
the cavalry, that you should shorten 
your rifle throughout the whole British 
Army and re-issue it to the cavalry, with- 
out making up your minds in which 
way it is to be carried by horse- 
men. I think the House may well 
give a little more time to this question, 
and I hope the result will be that our 
mountel men may be given an arm 
suitable to be used on horseback and 
another arm to be used on foot, and that 
both may be carried in a convenient way 
for man and beast. 14 


*Eart ROBERTS: My Lords, as I have 
had something to say on this question of 
the rifle, the sword, and the bayonet, 
perhaps it will not be out of place if I 
make a few remarks on this occasion. 
When we went to South Africa the cavalry 
were armed with the carbine and sword or 
lance, as the case might be, or both. A 
very short time after I arrived out there 
I received a request from the officer com- 
manding the 18th Hussars asking that his 
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men should be given the rifle. He said 
that the carbine was practically useless 
against the Boer Mauser, and he hoped 
that his regiment might be given rifles. 
I was able to meet the request, and in a 
very short time all the other officers 
commanding cavalry regiments followed 
this offcer’s exampleand begged that their 
men should be given rifles too. Conse- 
quently rifles were given to them. I 
cannot understand how, if the cavalry 
found the carbine useless when on service, 
anyore can possibly propose that they 
should be armed with it now. 





Before the war began a Committee was 
sitting to see whether the existing rifle 
could not be made a little handier for 
general purposes by being made lighter 
and a littleshorter. That Committee did 
not conclude its proceedings until the war 
was over, but when I came back to 
England I remembered that the cavalry 
had all begged they might have the rifle. It 
seemed that if this proposal, which had 
been made before the war began, that 
the rifle should be shortened could be 
carried out, it would be as well to have a 
rifle which would do for infantry and 
cavalry alike. That was the origin of 
the shorter rifle. It is as effective in 
every respect as the long one; it has the 
ad\antage of being 5-in. shorter and a 
pound lighter; and for cavalry purposes, 
therefore, it is more convenient. As to 
the question of how the rifle should be 
carried, the carbine has now a sling 
attached to it, so that it can be worn 
across a man’s shoulders when on service. 
It is, of course, only on service that it is 


necessary that it should be thus carried, | 


but, as the noble Lord has said, it is then 
essential. 


In Afghanistan on ore occasion I 
had about two squadrons ‘of the 9th 
Lancers numbering about 195 men, and 
on 11th December, 1879, when we were 
fighting beyond Kabul, the 9th Lancers 
were a great deal engaged, and lost a 
great many horses and a fair number of 
men. But what surprised me was to find 
that they had lost more than forty 
carbines. Qn inquiry I found that 
this was due to the fact that the car- 
bine was carried in the bucket, and that 
when the horse was shot and fell 
over the weapon was lost. I saw 
many of the men on foot in this pre- 


Earl Roberts. 
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dicament, their sword was dangling 
between their legs, their lance was in 
their hands, and they were trying to re- 
cover the carbine from the horse. [| 
immediately gave orders that the swords 
should be attached to the saddle, and 
that the carbine should be carried on the 
trooper’s back. That did not find favour 
for many years in this country, and has 
not up to the present moment; but [ 
believe that it is now to be settled that 
the carbine shall be carried in the bucket 
in peace time and in a sling across the 
back in war time. The proper place for 
the sword is, no doubt, on the saddle. [| 
would observe, however, that, if the 
Yeomanry are given the sword, it is 
essential that they should learn how to 
use it. I remember hearing a story in 
the war of sone Yeomanry who were 
chasing a Boer. They overtook him, and 
the Boer fell down, and they began to 
slash at him with their swords. Not very 
much damage was done, and ore officer 
said, ‘Shoot the poor devil.” Then the 
Boer, who said rothing so long as they 
merely hacked at him with their swords, 
called out, ‘Don’t shoot me, Sir.” 
When they proposed to shoot him he 
begged for his life. Therefore, if the 
Yeomanry are given swords they should 
know how to use them, and unless they 
have sufficient time to learn their use it 
would be no good giving them swords. 
I only made these observations in order 
to tell your Lordships why the cavalry are 
now given the rifle and why it is difficult 
to give the sword to men unless they 
learn how to use it. 


THE CHINESE IN THE TRANSVAAL. 

Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, I de- 
sire to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies how many Chinese 
labourers of those hitherto imported into 
South Africa under the Chinese Labour 
Importation Ordinance can demand the 


‘importation of wife or children, under 


Clause 33 of the Regulations, and the 
numbers of such wives and children 
respectively. I would only remind the 
noble Duke that it was a week ago that 
he promised me this information. He 
said he would telegraph to Hong-kong to 
obtain it. I refrain from making any 
observations until I have heard the 
answer of my noble friend. 
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Tae UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE the following Bills, originating in the 
ror THE COLONIES (The Duke of Mart- | Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
poroUGH): MyLords, I do not think I need | thereof, the Standing Orders not previously 
detain your Lordships more than a minute | inquired into, and which are applicable 
or two in replying to the Question of the | thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
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noble and learned Lord. As the noble 
and learned Lord has reminded us, on 
28th June he asked me to find out from 
Hong-kong the number of Chinese 
labourers who had registered their wives 
and families. 
promise to the noble and learned Lord a 
telegram was sent off on the 29th ultimo 
to the Acting Governor of Hong-kong, 


and the reply we have received from him | 
is to this effect, that out of the first | 


batch of Chinese who went over to South 
Africa on the ‘‘ Tweeddale,’ which I 
think had on board nearly 1,000, 


308 had registered their names as being | 


anxious to have their wives and families 


sent out to them; that is to say, over a| 


In pursuance of my | 


Belfast Corporation (Tramways) Bill 
| [Lords]; Manchester Corporation (General 
| Powers) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the 
| Bills be read a second time. 


Minehead Urban District Council 
| Water Bill [Lords]. Read the third 


‘ee ! 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, without 
| Amendment. 


third of the total number in the first ship | 


registered their names and will be able 
to have their wives and families sent 


over to them at some future date. I) 
think, in view of this fact, that the doubts | 


and misgivings which I detected in the 


mind of the noble and learned Lord on | 


the last occasion the subject was men- 
tioned must be entirely removed. 
House 


adjourned at twenty 


minutes past Five o'clock, to | 


Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 5th July, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING | 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITB). 


’ Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report | 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions | 


for Private Bills, That, in the case of 


| amended, 


Filey Improvement Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 

Maidenhead Bridge Bill [Lords]. As 


considered; an Amendment 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


Leith Burgh Order Confirmation Bill. 
Lords Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Consideration, as amended, 
deferred till Friday. 


“ Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order 
| Confirmation Bill. Read a second time ; 
to be considered upon Thursday. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2‘ Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolution reported from the Select 
‘Committee; ‘That, in the case of the 
County of Suffolk Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the Bill be permitted to proceed, 
| provided that the consent of the holders 
of securities given by the Joint Com- 
mittee of the Counties of East and West 
Suffolk be proved before the Committee 
‘on the Bill. and that the notices for the 
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Bill be published in the London Gazette 
and in the local newspapers. 


Resolution agreed to. 


“Loch Leven Water Power Bill. Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Local Government Provis‘onal Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Mr. Ace-GaRDNER reportel from the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Thursday, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—London 
County Council (Money) Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments to—Matlock and District 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Ticehurst and District 
Water and Gas Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill. Reported from the 
Joint Committee, without Amendment 
{Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 240.] 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 


P titions against; fron Aberdeen; 
Aldcliffe; Alston ; Barnsley ; Barnstaple ; 
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Beaminster; Bethfial Green (two); 
Blackburn; Bournbrook; Bradford; 
Brentwood; Bridport; __ Briercliffe; 
Broome; Burgh St. Peter; Carlisle 
(fourteen); Cheadle; Clifton; Colne; 


Cripplegate ; Crook ; Dewsbury ; Dilhorne ; 
Gillingham; Hackney (three); Halling; 


Halstead; Hardley; Hetton-le-Hole; 
Hitchin; Hornsey; Hoxton; Huby; 
Hucknall; Huggate; Hugglescote; 


Ipstones ; Ipswich ; Kidderminster ; Kirby 
Cane; Kiveton Park; Lambton Park; 
Leigh on Mendip; Leven; Lewes; 
Lidlington ; Lodge Lane; London; Lye; 
Manchester; Morecambe; Moreton 
Morrell; Motherwell; Mount Gretna; 
Nelson (eight); Newcastle - on - Tyne; 
Newport; New Row; North Hill; North 
Walsham ; Nottingham (two) ; Nuneaton; 
Oldham; Padiham (two); Pendleton; 
Pitsmoor; Potton; Puncknowle; Rich- 
mond; Sheerness; Sheffield; Sneinton; 
Stamford Hill; Stantonbury; Ston 
Easton ; Stratford on Avon; Stromness; 
Sunderland ; Tannochside ; Tean; 
Toxteth; Trowbridge (two); Upper 
Clapton; Uppermill; Upper Tooting; 
Wellesbourne; Whalley; Widcombe; 
Wiltshire; Winnothdale; Woodbum; 
and Woollfold ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSI G BILL. 

Petitions for alteration ; from 
Chichester ; and King’s Lynn; to lie 
upon the Table. 

SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 


Petition from Dumfries, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF WHISKEY BILL. 


Petition from Dumfries, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) COMPENSA- 
TION BILL. 


Petition from the Royal, Parliamentary, 


and Police Burghs of Scotland, against; 


to lie upon the Table. 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL 


Petition from Dumfries, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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VALUATION BILL. { 


Petitions for alteration ; from Chertsey ; | 
Dudley; Hoo; Lancaster; and New- 
haven ; to lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ST. LOUIS EXHIBITION (STATISTICAL 
TABLES). 

Copy presented, of Charts (reduced in 
size) illustrating the Statistics of Trade, 
Employment, and Conditions of Labour 
in the United Kingdom prepared for the 
St. Louis Exhibition by the Commercial, 
[abour, and Statistical Department of 
the Board of Trade [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
~ Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th July; Mr. Bonar Law]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 239.] 


YUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Admiralty Shipbuilding Programme— 
Balance of Orders. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the orders for the 
balance of the amount required for the 
ships of last year’s programme have yet 
been given out. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
teply to the hon. Member’s Question is in 
the negative; but the invitations to 
} tender will be issued this week, and it is 
| expected that all the orders will be placed 


by the end of this month. 


} Pension of William Welsford, Devonport 
Shipwright. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 

the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 

he is able to state the reason why 
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William Welsford, shipwright, His 
Majesty’s Dockyard, Devonport, has not 
been assigned his pension under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, seeing 
that he is permanently and totally 
disabled, and that his injury was sustained 
more than a year ago. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) On the 
13th January last, Welsford was granted 
a pension of £38 14s. 3d. for life in respect 
of his service, and on 13th February an 
allowance of £27 12s. Id.’ (10s. 7d. a 
week) for one year as compensation for in- 
jury. These allowances are not, as arule, 
granted permanently in the first instance, 
but are reviewed after a sufficient interval 
has elapsed to allow of the real effects of 
the injury being ascertained. The com- 
pensation allowance in this case dates 
from November, 1903, Welsford having 
received hurt pay up to that date. He 
has been informed that his case will be 
further considered at the expiration of 
the present award when, if his disable- 
ment is found to be permanent and total, 
he will receive compensation accordingly. 


Chairman of an Urban District Council-- 
Powers of Voting. 

Mr. PARROTT (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Normanton): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether that 
Board has had occasion to consider 


‘ whether or no the chairman of an urban 


district council, elected from outside the 
council, has an original as well as a cast- 
ing vote; and what conclusion the Local 
Government Board has come to thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Question has been considered on several 
occasions, and the view taken by the 
Department has been that in the circum- 
stances mentioned the chairman of an 
urban district council has an original as 
well as a casting vote. 


Purchase of Estates in Sligo by the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will give the names 
of the two estates recently purchased by 
the Congested Districts Board in Sligo 
for resale to tenants; also the acreage of 
tenanted and untenanted land; the 
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amount of purchase money gross rental ; 
and number of years purchase paid the 


Questiors. 


Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 


information is given in the following 
































landlord in each case. table :— ’ 
| * 
Acreage of land. | Rental of | POT Law wp of 
. | enta ,, : years 
Name of Estate. | Purchase | tenanted , gory purchase 
| money. laa of entire | * OF the 
We iescacs Untenanted. estate. valuation. 
£ £ os. ad. £ s. d. 
Miss Marginson. 405 4,412 171 13 «6 333 17 0 13} 
| : 
Capt. ae 3,524 326 44,000 | 1,899 11 2) 1,783 11 0) 243 
Cost of Collection of Taxes in Ireland. Salaries, etc. to Distributors of 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) To ask the Siamps 2,500 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the | Non-effective Charges ‘Wensiada, 
whole of the expenditure of £246,000,| ctc.) - - - = 26,000 
shown in the Treasury Return issued the | Other C beleed (Trav ies Post- 
4th of July, 1903 as the costof thecollec-| age, Carriage, Law Expenses, 
tion of taxes in Ireland, is incurred in that | . Rew ards, etc.) 12,700 
country, and how the total is made up, ——— 
setting out the details of £66,000 for 181,800 


Customs and the £180,000 for Inland 
Revenue separately. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Customs. 


The sum of £66,000 is made up as 
follows :— 


(a) £47,060 for effective Services, 
representing the actual cost of the 
Customs Staff in Ireland ; 


(b}) £5,000 for general superintend- 
ing Staff and Law Charces (Salaries) ; 


(c) £14,000 for general non- 
effective Services (Superannuations)_ 


The two sums (b) and (c) were not 
actually incirred in Ireland, but they 
represent the Irish share of these general 
charges which are divided, for the purposes 
of the Annual Return, between England, 
Scotland, and Ireland in the ratio of the 
amounts of revenue collected in each 
country. 


Inland Revenue. 


The approximate net cost of the collec- 
tion of Inland Revenue Taxes in Ireland 
for the year 1£02-3 was as follows :— 


£ 
Salaries, Wages, eic. - - 125,000 
Poundage to Collectors of Income- 
tax and Copies of Poor Rates 15,600 


Deduct : 
Appropriations in Aid (Law Costs 
and Penalties recovered, ete.) 1,300 
180,500 
The whole of this expenditure was 
incurred in Ireland. 


Issue of South African Clasps to 
eomanry. 

Str. CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
how it comes that correspondence is 
still going on with regard to the issue 
of South African clasps in cases where it 
is admitted that Yeomanry privates are 
entitled to them, but that the date of 
issue is not yet fixed ; and whether steps 
will be taken to put an end to the delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
Correspondence is still going on as owing 
to the mass of rolls to be checked it has 
not yet been found possible to complete 
all issues. The delay has been due to 
the supplementary rolls required for the 
extra clasps granted in October, 1902; 


dealt with and the remainder will, it is 
hoped, be soon cleared off. 





in all have been issued up to date. 


122 extra clasp Yeomanry rolls have been | 


eas 


It must | 
be pointed out that 1,458,440 clasps | 
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Religious Instruction in Non-Provided 
Schools. 


Mr. H.C. RICHARDS (Finsbury E.): 
To ask the Secretary to th> Board of 
Elucation upon what date and in what 
manner he propos:s to communicate to 
the House and to the managers of non- 
proviled schools the instructions which 
have been given to His Majesty’s 
inspectors, not to sanction time-tables 
in Church of England schools where 
provision is made for the attendance of 
children with their parents’ consent at 
such services; and if the Board of 
Education intend to treat the time- 
tables of the Roman Catholic schools in 
the same mann>r. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board have decided that, as _ the 
instructions to b> given to their inspectors 
in the matter referred to in the Question 
relate to an interpretation of the 
Education Acts on a particular point, 
which is of some general interest, they 
will make the said instructions public. 
It is hoped that they will be issued very 
shortly. The action of the Board turns 
upon the interpretation of the Education 
Acts, and Ian not aware that these 
afford preferential treatment to one kind 
of voluntary schools over another. 


Fees for Medical Men called in by 
the Police. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to complaints made by 
medical practitioners within the Metro- 
politan area of the inalequacy of the 
fees paid by the police for medical szrvices, 
and the difficulty and expense incurred 
before obtaining those fees; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the time involved in 
these police calls, which are generally 
} cases of injury or poisoning, he can 
arrange tliat the fees shall be increased 
| and shall be paid on demand at the 
1 local police station from which a medical 
man is called. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) This matter has not yet come 
before me, but I understand that the 
Commissioner of Police has received 
tepresentations with rezard to the amount 
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of certain fees paid by the police for 
medical services, and that these repre- 
sentations are now receiving his con- 
sideration. 


Bunker Capacity of “Ssout” Class of 
Boat -Maintenance of Speed. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state what is 
the average bunker capacity of the 
“Scout” class; and whether it is con- 
templated that these vessels will be able 
to maintain a sea-speed of 2 knots when 
loaded to that capacity. 


Sirk JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
coal capacity at load draught of the 
“Scout” class is correctly stated in the 
Navy Estimates this year, pp. 225 and 
227, at 150 tons; and, if so, whether 
these vessels will be required to attain a 
speed of 25 knots at the contractor’s 
trials when loaded with sufficient coal 
for 3,090 miles at 1) knots. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
average bunker capacity of the “Scout” 
class is 485 tons. The sea speed 
expected from these vessels when loaded 
to their full capacity, carrying 485 tons, 
is not 25 knots, but 24°6 knots, and this 
speed will increase as the coal is expended. 
I regret that there was an inaccuracy 
in my statement to the House of Com- 
mons on this s :bject on Thursday last, 
as I find that only half and not the full 
amount of coal rejuired for steaming 
3,009 miles at 10 knots is required to be 


‘carried on full speed contractors’ trials, 


and this amount does not differ materially 
from the 150 tons mentioned in the 
Estimates, and quoted in the recent 
article in Th2 Times. 


Customs Duty on Tobacco Strips. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask Mr. Chancellor 
Exchequer whether he will 
furnish an estimate of the amount of 


| Customs duty which will, accordinz to 
the 
tobacco, 
|imported strips and on strips produced 
| from imported leaf by stripping in this 
' country, 


proposed differential duties on 
be payable per pound on 


respectively, instancinz the 
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case of Bright Virginia, and giving the| will be 3s. 3d., and on a pound of 
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grounds of his estimate. strips produced from imported Bright 
. .| Virginia leaf by stripping in this 
(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) country will be approximately 3s. 4d, 


According to the proposed differential ; 
duties on tobacco it is estimated that The appended calculation, together 
the Customs duty paid on a pound of | with explanatory notes, shows the grounds 


imported strips of Bright Virginia tobacco on Which the estimate is based. 


Bright Virginia Strips produced in this Country. 





lbs. £ s. d. Ibs. £ os. d. 





100 entire leaf containing 15°85 
(a) of moisture @ 3s. per 
lb. - - - =15 0 0 


Interest 5% for 2 weeks (b) 0 O 7 


Interest 5° for 3 weeks 0 0 2 


Contingencies and revenue 
restrictions @ 4d. per lb. 
(c) Tr « wee 


Total £15 4 11 


£12 7s, 1d. 
73:97 


19°43 Stalks (a) containing 
16°95 moisture became 
at the rebate standard of 
147% moisture— 


Ibs. 
18°76 standard lbs. @ 
3s. Id. per lb. =2 17 10 
‘67 loss of rebate by 
excessive moisture 
on these stalks 
19°43 stalks 
73°97 strips produced (d) 
4°04 sand loss (e) 
2°56 moisture loss (f) 
Balance 


Total 


| a ae 


£15 4 11 








Total 100°00 Total 


= 3s. 4d. per lb. 





Explanatory Notes. 


{In the above table no allowance has 
been made for loss of material involved 
in the operation of stripping. 


(a) These figures represent averages of 
four samples of Bright Virginia whole 
leaf as analysed at the Government 
Laboratory. 


(b) Two weeks allowed as a fair 
average for stripping 100 Ibs. of this 
class of tobacco. 
lated on the £15 of duty paid by im- 
porter. Three weeks allowed for deposit- 
ing analysing stalks, and wa‘ting to 
reveive the rebate thereon. The interest 


is calculated on the £2 17s. 1Cd. rebate 


paid. 


The interest is calcu-. 


(c) Having regard to the increased 
quantity of leaf tobacco to be stored, 
the attendant heavier charges for storage 
and handling, the additional insurance, 
licence duty, waste, etc., the sum of $d. 
per |b. is a fair one to allow for con- 
tingencies. 


(d) Calculated thus— 


Imported 





strips. 
Average moisture . 13°50%, 
Average sand 2°08% 
Total . 15°58 
Absolutely dry and sandless 84°42 
Total 


. 100°00 
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Virginian leaf consists of— 
lbs. 
19°43 of stalks containing 16°95% 
moisture 
80°57 of strips containing 15°58% 
moisture = 12°55 lbs, 
moisture 
Total 100-00 15-85% 


Average sand found by analysis in 
Virginian leaf 6°12%. 


Average sand found by analysis in 
Virginian stalk—=2°87%. 


As the sand naturally adhering to the 
stalk will receive the rebate of 3s. 1d. 


per lb., this sand should be deducted 

thus :— 
lbs. 

Sand on 100 Ibs. 

leaf == 62 
Deduct sand in 

19°43 Ibs. of 

stalk ~= ‘55 


5°57 = sand left in 
80°57 Ibs. of 
strips produced 
in this country 
or lost on stripp- 


ing. 
Total sand and 
moisture on 
80°57 lbs. of 
strips = 18°12 
Dry sandless to- 
bacco = 62°45 
Total -~ 80°57 


But it has been shown above that 
84:42 Ibs. of dry sandless tobacco repre- 
sents 100 Ibs. of imported strips. 

Therefore 62°45 lbs. of dry sandless 
tobacco represents 73°97 lbs. of strips.’ 


(e) These 73°97 Ibs. of strips contain 
208% sand the same as imported strips, 
therefore 2°08% of 73°97 lbs. = 1°53 Ibs. 
This deducted from 5°57 lbs.—the total 
quantity of sand present in 80°57 lbs. 
—leaves 4°04 Ibs. 
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lbs, 
(f) o al moisture in 80°57 
strips produced in this 
country . = 12°55 
Average moisture im- 
ported strips=13°50% 
and 13-50% of 73:97 of 
net strips produced . = 9:99 
Difference 2°56. 


Income of Teacher of Ballynaclosha 
ational School. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, .N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in accordance with the recognised 
principle of special consideration in 
special circumstances, he will request 
the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland to revise the figures on which 
the present income of the principal 
teacher of Ballynaclosha National School 
was fixed ; is he aware that in fixing this 
teachers’ income no allowance was made - 
by the Commissioners for the fact that 
owing to the prevalence of disease in his 
district in 1898 and 1899 his income fell 
considerably below the figure at which it 
stood before these years; and will he see 
that this teacher is not penalised through 
a misfortune which he had no power to 
avert. 


(Answered ty Mr. Wyndham.) I 
answered a similar Question yesterday 
by the hon. Member for West Kerry.+ 


Contribution by Irish National Teachers 
to Upkeep of Schools. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can grant a 
Return showing the amount contri- 
buted by the National Teachers of 
Ireland during the five years ended 3lst 
March, 1904, towards the equipment and 
general upkeep of their schools. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Commissioners have no materials from 
which they could furnish this Return. 


Burtonport Railway Agreement. 
Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland w hether, in view of 


t See page. 449. 
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the charges made by William H. Boyd, 
D.L., Ballymacool, Letterkenny, as to 
unauthorised changes made by the 
solicitor to the Lough Swilly Railway 
Company in the draft making agreement 
between the Board of Works and the 
railway company for the making of the 
Burtonport Railway, a direction will be 
given to the Board of Works to publish 
the whole of the correspondence between 
the Board’s solicitor and the solicitor of 
the Lough Swilly Railway Company as 
to the agreement entered into for mak- 
ing the Burtonport Railway. 


(Answered ty Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
No, Sir. 


Ballinascarthy and Timoleague Light 
Railway. 

Mr. McFADDEN : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the county council of the 
county of Cork took over the making of 
the Ballinascarthy and Timoleague Light 
Railway in the year 1902, and have since 
the 31st December, 1902, declined to levy 
arate to pay the shareholders the divi- 
dend on the 5 per cent. county guarantee 
of the company, and, if so, the reason of 
the refusal; whether any steps have been 
taken to prosecute the late secretary of 
the company for misappropriation of the 
sum of £500 drawn by him out of the 
company’s funds in the Munster and 
Leinster Bank; and whether any pro- 
ceedings were taken by the county 
council against the bank for the recovery 
of the said sum: of £500. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) By 
Order of His Excellency the Lord-Lieu- 
tent of Ireland, dated 7th July, 1896, the 
Ballinascarthy and Timoleague Railway 
was vested ina committee of manage- 
ment of the county council. No applica- 
tion has been made by the county council 
for the Treasury recoupment of two per 
cent. on the dividend for the half-year 
ended 30th June, 1903. I am unable 
to give any further information. 


Longford Drainage. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the atten- 
tion of the Commissioners of Works in 
Ireland has been called to the failure of 
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the Longford District Drainage Board to 
drain the tributary from Mullagharow- 
meen to the Camlin River which, owing 
to its neglected condition, is flooding the 
lands of the riparian occupiers; and, if 
not, will attention now be directed to it. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No 
representations to this effect have been 
recently made to the Commissioners of 
Public Works. The trustees of the 
drainage district are responsible for the 
maintenance of the drainage works in 
good order. Complaints of neglect should 
be made in the first instance to the 
trustees through their secretary. If com- 
plaints so made are without effect, a com- 
plaint would then properly lie to the 
Commissioners. 


Deportation to Longford of English and 
Scotch Paupers. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland to state by what authority pauper 
inmates of English and Scotch unions 
have recently been deported to Longford 
Union; and will an inquiry be made as 
to whether the provisions of the Act 
passed to prevent such deportation have 
been complied with. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
attention of the Local Government Board 
has not been called to any recent case of 
deportation of English or Scotch paupers 
to the Longford Union. If any specific 
instance is brought under the notice of 
the Poard, in which it is alleged that the 
law has be2n violated, it will investigate 


the matter. | 


Money for Donegal under the Marine 
Works Act. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any arrange- 
ment has yet been arrived at between 
the Irish Government and the Donegal 
County Council as to the allocation of the 
money ear-marked for the county of 
Donegal under the Marine Works Act; 
and, if so, what works do the Government 


| propose to carry out under the Act, and 


the sums of money they intend to spend 
on each. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Works 
have been approvel at Gortnasate at an 
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will be provided under the Marine Works 
Act, £500 by the Congested Districts 
Board, and £20 from local sources. On 
the 27th June the County Council for- 
warded the necessary resolutions with 
respect to works proposed at Portnoo, 
Cladnageragh, and Downing’s Bay. These 
resolutions are at present before the Com- 
missioners of Public Works for report. 
An expenditure of £3,000 is contem- 
plated at Portnoo out of funds provided 
by the Marine Works Act, £1,500 at 
Cladnageragh, and £4,500 at Downing’s 
Bay. The Congested Districts Board will 
also make a contribution in each case. 


Construction of Sea Wall and Boat Slip 
at Portasantal, County Donegal. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the attention of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and of the Irish 
Government, has been called to the 
necessity for the construction of a sea 
wall and boat slip at Portasantal, Glen- 
gad, county Donegal; whether the fishery 
experts of the Board are of opinion that 
the proposed work would be of utility to 
the fishermen of the district, and save 
them labour and loss in the discharge of 
fish from their boats and the beaching 
thereof; and whether a grant will be 
made for this purpose out of the moneys 
voted by Parliament under the Marine 
Works Act. . 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
attention of the Congested Districts 
Board has been directed to the require- 
nents of the fishermen at this place. There 
are no funds available for undertaking 
the proposed works there under the 
Act of 1902. 


Expenditure from Army Votes on Bren- 
nan Torpedo Establishments. 

Sr JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state what, if any, portion 
of the £32,000 expenditure out of Army 
Votes for 1903-4 upon Brennan torpedo 
j establishments is for interest upon the 
capital expenditure upon them of 
23,000. 


(answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- | 


Forster.) No portion of this sum of 
VOL. CXXXVII. [FourtH SERIEs. | 


{5 Jury 1904} 
expenditure of £5,000, of which £4,480 | 


. Forster.) 


634 


£32,000 was for interest on the capital 
expenditure of £483,000. 


Questions. 


Terms of Retirement of Paymasters of 
Army Pay Department. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the changes now taking place 
in the Army Finance Department, he 
proposes to offer special terms of retire- 
ment, as has been done under similar 
circumstances in the past, to chief pay- 
masters and staff paymasters of the Army 
Pay Department, who might elect to 
retire in preference to serving under new 
conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The scheme for the formation 
of the Army Accounts Branch is at 
present under consideration, and I regret 
that I am, therefore, unable to make any 
announcement on the subject of the re- 
tirement of officials at the present time. 


Sale of Government Stores by Colonel 
Morgan in South Africa. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has yet received any 
answer to his inquiry as to the sale of 
Government stores in South Africa by 
Colonel Morgan, of the Army Service 
Corps. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
A report on this subject has 
just been received from the General 
Officer Commanding in South Africa, but, 
im view of the fact that Colonel Morgan 
has instituted proceedings against the 
London newspaper which commented on 
the remarks made by the Chief Justice of 
the ‘Transvaal in connection with this 
matter, no action will be taken by the 
War Office until the case is decided in 
Court. : 


Cost of Report of Army Medical Depart- 
ment—Delay in Publication. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what is 
the cost of preparing the Annual Report 
of the Army Medical Department; at 
what date the Report is generally pre- 
sented; what is the cause of the delay in 
its presentation to Parliament; and 
whether it would be possible to expedite 
it in future. 


2C 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The cost of the printing and 


Questions. 
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canes and birches thus approved will be 


paper of the Army Medical Department | produced by the Admiralty for the inspec- 


Report falls upon the Stationery Office 
Votes. 


tion of Members of the House of 
It naturally depends on the size | Commons. 


of the Report, but I have ascertained | 


that the cost of the Report recently 
published may be taken as about £180. 
The Report is generally presented eighteen 
months after the year to which the 
Returns refer. It was explained to the 


hon. Member last year, in reply to a/ 
Question, that many of the Returns do | 


not reach this country till the late 
autumn, owing to the labour of compila- 


| THe SECRETARY to tue AD. 
|MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
| Woodbridge): The reply to the first part 
| of the Question is in the affirmative, and 
| to the second part in the negative. 
| 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Can we not 
|see these tools, as approved by the 
| Admiralty. 


tion, and that a considerable period is | 


required for the elaboration of the Report 
from these Returns. I amafraid, there- 
fore, that it is not practicable to expedite 
its publication. 


Resolutions of Inter-Colonial Council as to 
Railway Administration in South Africa. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Ferthshire, E.): 


To ask the Secretary of State for the | 
resolutions | 


Colonies what were the 
finally arrived at by the Inter-Colonial 


Council for the improvement of railway | 


administration and securing a stricter 
financial control; whether they have 
been accepted by Lord Milner and the 
Government ; and whether in consequence 


it will be necessary to alter the Orders'in | 
ms 


Council. . «& 


(Answered by. Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) | 
I have not yet received from Lord Milner 


the fina! proceedings of the Inter-Colonial 
Council on this subject. Lord Milner 
has informed me by telegraph that he 
will submit to me shortly his proposals 
arising out of those proceedings. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Flogging in the Navy. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, in accordance with 
the King’s Regulations, official patterns of 
canes and birches are kept in the home 
dockyards for comparison in the purchase 
at these dockyards of canes and birches 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
‘hon. Member is not entitled to ask 
| whether they will be produced. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 
hon. Gentleman place a sample of the 
canes in the tea room. 


[No answer was returned. | 


Caning Statistics in the Navy. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
‘ask the Secretary to the Admiralty on 
| how many boys in the years 1901, 1902 
| and 1903, were canings inflicted on ships 
'of the Royal Navy and naval training 
'ships; if there is any return of the num- 
| ber of canings inflicted and the offences 
| for which this punishment was awarded. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: There is no such 
| Return as that mentioned in the latter 
| part of the hon. Member’s Question. 
|The only information available is that 
| contained in the daily record of punish- 
'ments for each ship in the Navy. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Cannot we 
‘have a summary of the daily records? 


| Mr. PRETYMAN: It would be a 
tedious and expensive task to get one out, 
/and I do not think it worth while. 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


| canings are dangerous to the boys. 


Chatham Military Railway. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 


The 





| 





supplied to the ships of the Royal Navy | Office whether he is aware that a military 
and naval training ships for the flogging | railway to connect Fort Durland, near 
of boys and youths under eighteen, in|Chatham, with Chatham Barracks, 
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Janned to run through War Department 

land for the greater part of its length, 
had been constructed till it re iched, in the 
immediate vicinity of Fort Durland, a 
strip of land belonging to the Naval 
authorities, who had not been consulted 
in the construction of the railway, and 
that the refusal of the consent of these 
authorities to the building of the line on 
their land has led to the suspension of 
the work; that near the Chatham end of 
the railway portions of a bridge were 
erected at a great cost, with massive 
piers, to take the line over the main 
road, when it was discovered that a com- 
pany had rights to run an electric tram- 
way on the overhead system along this 
roid, so that it was impossible to raise 
the bridge sufficiently high to clear the 
wires Without altering the level of the 
rilway for hundreds of yards, the result 
being that the portions of the bridge 
alrealy erected have been destroyed, 
and the work on that sile brought toa 
standstill; and will he state what is the 
sum which it is caleulated has been lost 
by these mistakes, and under what Vote 
in the Estimates will it come ; and whether 
the War Office has any, and, if so, what 
explanition of this waste of public 
money. 


*lne FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHe WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): I 
am informed that the work in question 
was not suspended on account of any 
non-agreement with the Naval authorities, 
but for reasons which were statel1 in 
reply to a Question on the Ilth June, 
1903. The construction of the line, which 
was partly undertaken for the purpose of 
the instruction of the Railway Companies 
and other Royal Engineer units, was 
suspended on the introduction of an im- 
proved scheme of decentralised training, 
which rendered the line unnecessary. 
There was no difficulty connected with 
an electric tramway running under the 
ine. The whole cost of the work done 
| as comparatively small, as military 
j4bour of men under instruction was 
utilised, and the materials will to a very 
j] Steat extent be made use of elsewhere. 
the sum may be stated approximately at 
£2,000, and was included in the amount 
j “oted under Vote X. on page 70 of the 


Tt See (4) Debates, cxxiii., 635. 
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Estimates for the years 1901-2, 1902-3, 
1903-4, uniler the item ‘Chatham. 


Acquisition of land and erection of 
torpe lo factory, ete.”’ 


Bitterne Remount Depot. 

Mr. LAMBERTI (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I be: to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any land has been 
bouzht by the Government at Bitterne, 
near Southampton, for the purpose of a 
remount depot; if so, what was the area 
bought and the price paid. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No 
land has yet been bought at Bitterne, but 
nezotiations for purchase are in progress. 


Transvaal Explosives Tax. 

Mer. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the saving on explosives in 
the Transvaal in 1903, as compared with 
1899, was ls. 34d. per ton milled; and 
if the saving on the total tons milled was 
£408,533 during the year in which the 
receipts from the gold mine profit tax 
were £162,573. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I am aware that 
the saving has been estimated at Is. 34d. 
as stated by competent mining author- 
ities. For the explanation of the amount 
received under the 10 per cent. profit 
tax, which represents something over ls. 
per ton, I must refer the hon. Member to 
Lord Milner's despatch of 18th June last 
in the Parliamentary Paper Cd. 2102 just 
published. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Are 
in my Question correct ? 


the figures 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Yes, as far as } 
can gather from the authorities I have 
been able to consult. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : Can the right hon. Gentleman 
say what the saving would have been, 
both to the mining industry and the 
Transvaal, if a new dynamite monopoly 
had not been granted to the De Beers 
Company of South Africa ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Answer. 


2C2 
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Transvaal Legislative Council. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what alterations in the consti- 
tution of the Legislative Council of the 
Transvaal the Government propose to 
make when the term of office of the 
present council expires; and whether a 
representative system will be introduced. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: As I stated 
yesterday, in answer toa Question by the 
hon. Member for South Molton}, I am 
not prepared to make any sti <ment on 
the subject at present. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Have any com- 
munications passed with the Transvaal 
Government. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I cannot go be- 
yond the Answers I have already given. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be in a position to make any 
statement before the sess:on is over ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I cannot say. 


Transvaal Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, before the debate on Transvaal 
finance is taken, he will lay before the 
House a Report of the proceedings of the 
Inter-Colonial Council in June; and 
whether he will also obtain from Lord 
Milner the final figures of actual revenue 
and expenditure for the year ending 
30th June. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: There has not yet 
been time to receive from Lord Milner a 
full Report of the proceedings, but I am 
including in the Papers which will be 
published this week the text of his 
opening address as President. I will ask 
Lord Milner to supply me with the final 
figures as soon as he is in a position to 
do so. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the second 
part of my Question: may I further ask 
if he will be able to tell us before the 
Vote comes on what modifications have 





t See page 465, 








been accepted by the Home Government 
in regard to the constitution, etc. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I must ask for 
notice of that. 


British Consular Representation in 
urkey. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): | 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
Government will enter into friendly con- 
ference with the Governments of France 
and Italy with a view to the early 
augmentation of the Consular staff in the 
European and Asiatic provinces of 
Turkey, by the appointment of travelling 
Consular Attachés and assistants to the 
existing Consulates in those vilayets. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8S.) : The Consular staff which 
His Majesty's Government maintain in 
the European and Asiatic provinces of 
Turkey is, in their opinion, sufficient for 
the protection of British interests, and as 
at present advised they see no reason for 
increasing it. 


Administration of the East Africa 
Protectorate—Dismissal of Mr. Hopton. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State ‘or Foreign Affairs if 
he can state on what grounds Mr. Hop- 
ton was dismissed by telegraph from the 
service of the East Africa Protectorate, 
and why his repeated demands for reasons 
for his dismissal have not been acceded 
to; who the gentleman is who has been 
appointed to his place; and whether he 
has any practical knowledge of agriculture 
and knowledge of native language and 
customs that qualify him for the post. 


%Eart PERCY: Mr. Hopton was re- 
lieved of his duties in the East Africa 
Protectorate at the request of Sir C. Eliot 
on the grounds of his unsuitability for 
the appointment. He was informed of 
the reasons on three occasions by 
His Majesty’s Commisioner. Mr. J. K. 
Hill has been appointed to succeed Mr. 
Hopton. He has practical knowledge 
of farming and agriculture in Great 
Britain and South Africa, and was 
recommended for the post by Sir C. Eliot. 
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East Africa and Uganda Finances. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I begto ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if copies of the Estimates for the 
service of the East Africa and Uganda 
Protectorate are to be obtained by Men- 
bers of Parliament. 


Eart PERCY: The Estimates for the 
Protectorates are given under Class V., 


Vote II. 


Spirit Distillation in England. 

Mr. WILLIAM McKILLOP (Sligo, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer if he will state the total 
quantity of spirit distilled in England 
during th? year 1903, and how much was 
used for methylation, rectifying, and 
compounding purposes; whether any 
English spirit is used as whisky in Customs 
warehouses in Leith; and, if so, what 
is the total quantity despatched thereto 
from distilleries in England; whether he 
has any official information showing the 
materials from which English spirit is 
usually distilled ; and if any beet molasses 
from abroad is used in its manufacture. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tae EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The total quantity 
of spirits distilled in England during 


the year ended 3lst March, 1904, was 


11,694,851 proof gallons. ‘The quantity 
of home-made spirits used for methylation 
during the same period was 4,398,002 
proof gallons. I have no means of 
knowing the quantities used for rectifying 
and compounding. 33,300 proof gallons 
of British spirits were despatched to 
Customs warehouses at Leith from 
English distilleries during the twelve 
months ended the 30th of June, 1904. 
The materials commonly used in the 
distillation of English spirits are malt, 
unmalted grain, molasses, sugar, glucose 
and rice. Nodoubt beet molasses is used 
to some extent, but I have no means of 
knowing the quantities. 


Tobacco and the Budget. 

Me. LAMBERT: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if, having 
regard to the inconvenience to the com- 
mercial interests of the country, he can 
state whether he intends to continue or 
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modify his Budget proposals for the 
taxation of tobacco. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I pro- 
pose to proceed with the Finance Bill 
as early as possible. I must defer any 
further statement as to the tobacco duties 
until the discussion is resumed. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give a more precise in- 
dication of the date than is conveyed in 
the expression ‘‘as early as possible.’” 
Does he mean next week ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
must refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
given by the Prime Minister. 


Mr. LAMBERT: What was it ? 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman follow the ex- 
ample of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol when dealing 
with the cheque tax, and make a state- 
ment before the discussion is resumed ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have just answered that Question. 


Telephonic Communication between 
Country Villages and Market Towns. 
Captain BAGOT (Westmoreland, Ken- 
dal): I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the fact that if post 
office telephone call offices were estab- 
lished in country village post offices, 
callers would not be able to communicate 
with subscribers to the National Tele- 
phone Company in the nearest or any 
adjacent town, in which the exchan-e 
was under the National Telephone Com- 
pany, he will state if this hindrance to an 
extension of the telephone system between 
rural districts and country towns is owing 
to statute law or some agreement between 
the Postmaster-General and the Telephone 
Company ; and, if so, will he take steps 
to remedy this state of affairs with a view 
to placing country villages in telephonic 
communication with their market and 
other towns. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Stantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The absence of the right of intercommuni- 
cation between call offices and exchanges 
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of the the post office in any provincial 
exchange area and the system of the 
National Telephone Company in the same 
area, is not due to any statutory provision 
or to any agreement between the Post- 
master-General and the Company. It 
arises from the fact that the Postmaster- 
General has no power to require the 
Company to give such intercommunica- 
tion, glad as I should be if such an 
arrangement could be brought about. 


Ankylostomiasis. 


Mr. JOHNSON (Gateshead) : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for Mid-Durham, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has taken 
or will take steps to ensure that in the 
event of miner’s disease (known as anky- 
lostomiasis) arising in any coal or metal- 
liferous mine, a notification thereof should 
be forthwith sent to the medical officer 
of health and the mines’ inspector of the 
district in which such mine is situate, and 
that the isolation of cases that may arise 
should be secured; and whether, if the 
administrative powers of the Home Office 
be not adequate for the purpose, he will 
introduce the necessary lecislation. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.): I have not yet 
learnt the results of the conferences be- 
tween owners and men which were to be 
arranged in each district to discuss this 
subject cenerally, and until I do so any 
statement as to the precise steps to be 
taken for the prevention of the disease 
would be premature, but I doubt whether, 
from the nature of the case, it is practic- 
able to require notification and isolation 
of every case of the disease. I am glad 
to say that no case has yet been found in 
a coal mine. 


Prosecutions for Palmistry, etc., Frauds. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Departn ent whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the frauds perpe- 
trated in connection with the practice of 
palmistry, crystal-gazing, clairvoyance, 
and other species of fortune telling in the 
West End; and, if so, whether he will 
instruct the police to institute prosecutions 
without_further delay. 
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Mr. COCHRANE: I have very little 
to add to the Answer given by my prede- 
cessor to a similar Question put by the 
hon. Member some three years ago.+ It 
was stated then that the police had in- 
structions to watch suspicious cases of the 
nature indicated by the hon. Member and 
to take proceedings when there was good 
ground for believing that fraud or impo- 
sition was being practised. Those 
instructions stand; and a prosecution 


has been instituted whenever satisfactory 


evidence of fraud or imposition was 
available. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the residents of Park Lane 
take a very deep interest in this question ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Calf Lymph—Disposal of the Calves. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the Govern- 
ment hire live calves for the purpose of 
vaccinating for lymph; whether he can 
state at what cost and how long those 
calves are kept; what becomes of them 
after being returned to the owner; 
whether this class of meat is sold us veal 
for public consumption ; whether he has 
any reports on its fitness for human food 
by local medical officers of health; 
and whether it is identified when being 
sold as “ lymph veal.” 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Wa TER 
Long, Bristol, 8.): Calves are hired at a 
cost of from 20s. to 25s. a week for the 
purpose mentioned. The number of 
calves used varies. At present the aver- 
age number is approximately fifteen 
weekly. The calves are kept for about 
two weeks. After the lymph has been 
collected from them, they are slaughtered, 
and their carcases are thoroughly ex- 
amined by a veterinary expert. Sound 
carcases are delivered to the contractor 
by whom the animals are supplied, to be 
disposed of as he thinks fit. The con- 
cern of the Department in the matter 
then ceases. I am not aware that any 
medical officer of health has made a 
report on the subject, but I am advised 
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that, when the carcases are found to be 
sound, there is no reason why they should 
not be sold for food. Ihave no informa- 
tion as to the practice with regard to the 
sale of the carcases as meat. The num- 


ber of the carcases delivered to the con- | 


tractor in 1903-4 was about 1,000. 
is above the average. 


This 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
- whether he can state how many calves 
are kept by the Local Government Board 
as reservoirs of lymph for vaccination 
purposes ; how many animals so used are 
sold annually as food for the people ; and 
where the sales usually take place. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I may refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to his other 
Question in the Paper to-day on this 
subject. 


Traffic Regulations in the Parks. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) : I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether, if steps are 
taken to enforce the ten-mile limit for 
motor-cars in the Mall and elsewhere in 
the Parks, the police will equally be 
instructed to prosecute all drivers of 
horse-drawn vehiclesexceeding that speed. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The reply is in the negative, 
as the First Commissioner has already 
the power, under the Parks Regulation 
Act of 1872, to limit the speed of carriages 
to ten miles an hour or to any such speed 
as may be considered necessary to protect 
the public from annoyance. The First 
Commissioner has always taken steps to 
secure that traffic shall be regulated so 
as to preserve the enjoyment of the 
Parks for all classes of the public. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : Does the 
noble Lord not think it desirable to treat 
all classes of traffic on the same basis ? 


Lorp BALCARRES: That is precisely 
what we propose to do. 


Board of Agriculture Leaflets. 

Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
North Huntingdonshire, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
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whether the demand for Nos. 7, 17, 37, 
59, and 71 of the leaflets issuel by the 
Board has caused these leaflets to be out 
of print; and whether the Board will 
consider the desirability of having then 
reprinted. 


Questions. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey): The leaflets to which 
my hon. friend refers are out of print and 
we do not propose, at any rate for the pre- 
sent, to re-issue them separately, the time 
when they were of general interest having 
passed. They will, however, be included 
in the volume of leaflets about to be 
published in book form. All leaflets of 
present or permanent interest are re- 
printed so soon as there is any sign of an 
edition being exhausted. 





Strokestown Drainage District. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
| the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Strokestown Rural 
| District Council recently passed a resolu- 
| tion calling the attention of the Board of 
| Works to the state of the rivers in the 
| Strokestown Drainage District, and com- 
| plaining that this neglect was the cause of 
| floods and injury to the local farmers in 
| Teceat years ; and, if so, will he say 
| whether it is the intention of the Board 
of Works to!take the necessary steps in 
the matter. ., 


fal se¥CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
resolution was received. The trustees of 
the drainage district are responsible for 
the maintenance of the drainage works in 
good order. The Board of Works in- 
formed the district council that com- 
plaints of neglect should be made in the 
first instance to the trustees through 
their secretary. If complaints so made 
are without effect a complaint would 
then properly lie to the Board of Works. 


Irish School Teachers’ Remuneration— 
Kilrusheighter Teacher’s Claim. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the principal teacherof Kilrusheighter 
(county Sligo) National School taught 
agriculture for the period commencing in 
October, 1899, and ending in July, 1900, 
and was paid £12 17s. 6d. in February, 
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1901, on account of such tuition in that 
period, and that the Commissioners of 
National Education in calculating the 
consolidated income of this teacher 
refused to take into account the portion 
of that sum (£7 14s. 6d.) which was 
earned by him for the period from Ist 
October, 1899, to 3lst March, 1900, and 
assigned as the ground of their refusal 
the fact that the payment for his tuition 
in agriculture for the period from 
October, 1899, to July, 1900, was not 
made until February, 1901; and, if so, 
whether; seeing that under Rule 200 the 
Commissioners were bound to include all 
emoluments actually earned from State 
sources within the three years ended 31st 
March, 1900, the application of the 
manager, Very Rev. John Melvin, P.P., 
for a revision of this teacher’s salary 
will be granted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The claims of this 
teacher have formed the subject of a 
correspondence between myself and the 
Rev. Mr. Melvin, a copy of which I 
recently communicated to the hon. 
Member. As already pointed out, the 
Commissioners had no power to take 
into account, when fixing the consoli- 
dated income of the teacher, a payment 
made subsequently to the 3lst March, 
1900. But even if payment had been 
made before that date, it was never 
contemplated by the rules that grants 
covering, as in this case, services rendered 
for a period of only six months should 
be continued in perpetuity under the 
form of consolidated income. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Does not the Rule specifically state 
that all moneys actually earned by the 
teacher for the three years should be 
| brought into the calculation ? 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH: And is it not 
the fact that this £7 14s. 6d. was earned in 
the period ending the 31st March, 1900? 





Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 

reply that it was never contemplated to 

include money earned for a purely tem- 
| porary duty. 





Technical Instruction Act—Return 

of Officials. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will grant 
a Return dealing with officials employed 
by the various county boroughs in Ite- 
land in carrying out the provisions of 
the Technical Instruction Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am prepared to 
give a Return in the form proposed, with 
the exception of the information indicated 
in Columns 3 and 8. For the reasons 
already explained, I cannot consent to 
this information. 


Appended is the Return asked for. 

Technical Instruction (Ireland) 
(Officials). Return of Officials employed 
upon the Ist day of June, 1904, by 
the various County Boroughs and Urban 
Councils in Ireland in carrying out the 
provisions of the Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Act, in the following form :— 
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Munster Dairy School. | Department of Agriculture now propose 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 


‘to utilise the £10,000 set aside for the 
| enlargement and improvement of the 
| Munster Dairy School; and what is the 





Gx 
for 
re! 
m 


an 
gr 
th 
tio 
ple 
sc] 
th 
the 


me 


Int 
Tey 
su 





649 Questions. 


reason for the delay in carrying out these 
improvements for which money was 
granted under the Act of 1889. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member. 


does not appear to have seen my reply 
to the similar Question of 4th May by the 
hor. Member for North Cork.+ I have 
no further statement to make at present. 


Irish Intermediate Education— System of 
Inspection. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the Report 
of the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland for 1903, dealing with the subject 
of the establishment of a system of per- 
manent inspection of the working of 
intermediate education; whether he is 
aware that the Board, in June, 1903, 
forwarded a resolution to the Under- 
Secretary to the effect that they desired 
to impress on the Lord-Lieutenant the 
great urgency of appointing permanent 
inspectors as a necessary part of the 
reforms aimed at by the Act of 1900; and, 
if so, What is the cause of delay in the 
adoption of a system of inspection de- 
clared to be urgent by the Board 
responsible for the working of secondary 
education in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
Government has not refused to provide 
for a system of inspection. It has only 
refused to establish, at the present 
moment, a system of inspection conducted 
by a staff of permanent Civil servants; 
and both on finansial and educational 
grounds it adheres to that position until 
the question of the parts which examina- 
tion and inspection are respectively to 
play in the distribution of State aid to the 
schools has been settled. This is one of 
the matters now under investigation by 
the Committee of Inquiry into Inter- 
mediate Education in Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man not aware that the Commissioners of 
Intermediate Education fifteen years ago 
reported against the present svstem and a 
supplementary system was set up. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; but I havesa‘d 


the whole matter is now under investi- 
gation. 


Questions. 


Blakeney Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state if the Blakeney Estate, Abbert, 
county Galway, is in the Land Judge’s 
Court; if so, for how long; whether he 
can state the name of the agent or re- 
ceiver; whether he has been instructe1 
to take advantage of the Land Purchase 
Act; and whether he will be directed to 
supply to the tenants any necessary in- 
formation to enable them to make an 
offer for the property. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate is}in 
the Land Judge’s Court. A petition for 
sale was filed by the late owner in 1883, 
but little has been done to effect a sale. 
There is no receiver over the lands, and 
the estate is solvent. The provisions of 
Section 40 of the Act of 1896 are not, 
therefore, applicable in the case. The 
Land Judge cannot compel a sale, but it 
is urderstood that when the matter comes 
again before him in November, the 
parties having carriage of the estate 
must either elect to sell or have the pro- 
ceedings dismissed from the Court. 


Irish Development Grant Bill — Petty 
Sessions Clerks Fund. 
I beg 


Mr. O‘SHEE (Waterford, W.): 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether {he is 


‘aware that the County Waterford County 


Council has passed a resolution urging 
that he should withdraw the clause in 
the Irish Development Grant Bill, which 
proposes to transfer to the Treasury the 
sum of £150,000 standing to the credit of 
the Petty Sessions Clerks Fund; fand 
whether he will re-consider the matter, 
and adopt{the course suggested. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the re- 
solution does not appear to have been 
brought under my notice. In reply to 
the second part of the Question I would 
refer to my reply to the similar Question 
of 20th June by the hon. Member ‘for 
South Tyrone.{ 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxiv., 394. 
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Kerry Rent Appeals. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I 
bez to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the’ Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that tenants in 
county Kerry who served their land- 
lords with rent-fixing notices six years 
ago are still waiting to have their appeals 
heard; whether, under these circum- 
stances, steps will be taken to have those 
appeals heard during the coming autumn. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Land Com- 
missioners sat in Killarney for the hear- 
ing of appeals in July, 1903. The list 
then for hearing contained all appeals 
lodged prior to May, 190i. It is however, 
a fact that in sone cases in which appeals 
were lodged smce that date and which 
are still pending, the originating notices 
were originally lodged as far back as the 
period mentioned in the Question. It is 
not at present possible to say when the 
Commissioners will hold their next sitting 
for the disposal of appeals from Kerry. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Seeing 
that six years have elapsed since the 
notices were served can the right hon. 
Gentleman hold out any hope that a 
decision will be arrived at in the next 
ten vears ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, I think I can 
promise that. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
May I say that I propose on Thursday 
next to raise the whole question of the 
collapse of the Appeal Court. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the tenants 
pending the decision of the Court are 
compelled to pay the whole rent, and is 
not that a great burden on them ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


Amalgamation of Offices of Antrim and 
Belfast Clerks of the Peace. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the nature of the arrangements 
made by the Lord-Lieutenant with 
reference to the amalgamation of the 
offices of the Clerk of the Peace for Belfast, 


Clerk of the Peace for county Antrim, | 
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and Clerk of the Crown for county 
Antrim ; what saving will be effected to 
the Treasury by the new arrangements ; 
and whether the saving thus effected will 
be devoted to Irish purposes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : These offices are 
united in the same person under the pro. 
visions of Section 8 of the County Court 
and Officers Act, 1877, and Section 69 of 
the Local Government Act, 1898. The 
amount of the salary, and of the allowance 
for clerical assistance, has not yet been 
fixed. When fixed it will be paid out of 
moneys voted by Parliament. Asa set-off, 
to some small extent, to this charge the 
fees hitherto received by the Clerk of the 
Peace and Clerk of the Crown will be 
paid into the Exchequer. In the result a 
burden not hitherto borne by the 
Treasury will be transferred to Imperial 
Funds to the relief of local rates. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) : Is it not 
calculated that a very large saving will 
be effected by the amalgamation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
a bargain resting 
provision. 


At any rate it is 
upon a _ statutory 


Westropp Estate, County Clare. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a request lodged with 
the Land Commissioners by the tenants 
on the Westropp Estate, county Clare, 
under the seventh Section of the Land 
Act of 1903; and, if so, whether he will 
take steps to expedite the sale of this 
property. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Estates Com- 
missioners have issued a request to the 
Land Judge for particulars of this estate 
under Section 7 of the Act of 1903. 


Police Constable Molloy, Royal Irish 

onstabulary. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state on what 
date the conduct of Police Constable 
Molloy, in connection with the Coleraine 
Petty Sessions, was reported to the 
Inspector-General ; and on what date the 
censure was conveyed to him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 29th June 
in each case. 
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Greencastle Police Force. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
pledges given last year that the removal 
of Sergeant Gallagher from the charge of 
Greencastle, county Antrim, police dis- 
trict, and the substitution for him of 
Head Constable Moore was only a tem- 
porary arrangement, he will say whether 
any circumstance has arisen in the mean- 
time to cause a reconsideration of that 
promise ; and, if so, what is its nature ; 
and, if nothing detrimental to the char- 
acter of Sergeant Gallagher has taken 
place since then, he will be reinstated in 
his old position. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the retention of the head constable at 
Greencastle is entirely a matter for the 
consideration of the Constabulary 
authorities. He was transferred to that 
station in August last in the interests of 
the public. The Commissioner of Police 
at Belfast reports that he has the con- 
fidence of all classes and that he is aware 
of no reasons for transferring him from 
Greencastle. The Inspector-General con- 
curs in the views of the Commissioner, 
and I do not propose to intervene in the 
matter. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Is not the 
retention of Head Constable Moore looked 
upon as an insult to Sergeant Gallagher ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will see that the enploy ment of an officer 
at a particular place cannot and does 
not reflect on any other officer's character. 
It is a matter of discipline and adminis- 
trative convenience with which the 
Inspector-General is competent to deal. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): Have the 
inhabitants of Greencastle made any 
complaint as to this head constable being 
there. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think so. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Did not the right 
hon. Gentleman last session say that the 
head constable was only stationed there 
temporarily, and did not the Police Com- 
missioner ior the city of Belfast promise a 
deputation subsequently that the appoint- 
ment should be;permanent ! 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say, but. 
at any rate it does not alter my view that 
this is a matter for the Inspector-General. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the Belfast 
Commissioner superior jurisdiction to the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


[No answer was returned. } 


Administration of the Arms Act at 
Maryborough. 

*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state by whom a gun, the 
property of Mr. Peter Dowling, Straboe, 
was given into the possession of the 
police at Maryborough ; and whether the 
gun has been returned to the owner. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The gun was 
handed to the police by the owner of the 
property on which it was found. On the 
16th Junet I stated I had been informed 
that the gun had been identified by Mr. 
Dowling as belonging to him; that he 
had undertaken to make a declaration to 
this effect, and that the weapon was taken 
out of his possession without his 
knowledge or approval; and that when 
this declaration had been made it would 
be restored to him. He has not yet 
made the declaration, however, and has 
informed the police he is not now sure 
that the gun is his. 


*Mr. DELANY: Who was the owner 
of the property. 


Mr. WYNDHA\M: I confess I cannot 
fathom the mystery of the gun. I hope 
it will get back to the rizht man. 


Comyn Kenny Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can now state if the 
tenant purchasers under Acts previous 
to 1903, in the neighbourhood of the 
Comyn Kenny Estate, county Galway, 
which has been purchased recently by the 
Congested Districts Board, may have 
their uneconomic holdings increased 
without requiring them to resell their 
purchased holdings to the Congested 
Districts Board. 
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WYNDHASI: The tenant | 
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purchaser is not bound to resell his | 


holding. The outstanding balance of the 
loan already made must be consolidated 
with the new advance and a new annuity 


becomes payable in respect of the en- | 


larged holding, which is_ thenceforth 
treated as one holding. Some adminis- 
trative difficulties exist when the 
advances are made under different 
statutes. These are under consideration. 


In reply to a further Question by 
Mr. KILpRipE, 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that when an 
addition was made to a holding which 


had been purchased the two were merged 


into one holding and the instalments 
were consolidated; but, where the first 
holding was purchased under a former 
Act and the addition under the present 
Act, there were technical difficulties for 
which he hoped a solution would be 
found. 


Miltown-Malbay Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the fact that Head Constable Allingham 
was recently elected petty sessions clerk 
at Miltown -Malbay, he can say what 
special qualifications beyond being a 
police officer he had over local civilian 
candidates which induced the local 
magistrates to appoint him; was Head 
Constable Allingham in the police service 
when elected ; and, if not, when did he 
leave the force for the purposes of his 
candidature, and was it by leave ; whether 
he is still in the police force; and can he 
give the date when he is to take up the 
duties of petty sessions clerk. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The head con- 
stable was stationed at Miltown-Malbay 
for twenty years prior to his transfer on 
promotion to another district in 
November last. 
well known to the magistrates who elected 
him to the position of petty sessions 
clerk, for which he was considered the 


best qualified. The Inspector-General | 
become a) 


granted him permission to 
candidate. He will qualify for a pension 
from the police force on the 14th inst., 


He was consequently | 
4] be inquired into with the view of having 
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until after that date. Before his appoint- 
ment is confirmed he will undergo an 


examination to test his fitness for the 
office. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there is great 
dissatisfaction in the district as to the 
way in which this appointment was made, 
seeing that some of the magistrates were 
not summoned to the meeting, Has the 
right hon. Gentleman any power to 
insist on a new election ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM. I am not aware of 
the matters referred to, and I doubt if J 
have any power, but I will inquire. 


Land Purchase by Congested Districts 
Board in County Sligo. 

Mr. O’ROWD (Sligo, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will give the names 
of the two estates recently purchased by 
the Congested Districts Board in Sligo 
for resale to tenants ; also the acreage of 
tenanted and  untenanted land; the 
amount of purchase money ; gross rental ; 
and number of years purchase paid the 
landlord in each ease. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It will be more 
convenient to give a written reply to this 
Question, and with the hon. Member's 
permission the desired information will 
be printed with to-day’s Votes. 


Harlech Estate, County Sligo. 

Mr. O’DOWD: I bez to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenint of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the fee 
simple of the Leitrim Hill grazing farm, 
situate on the Harlech Estate, in Tober- 
curry Union, county Sligo, has recently 
been purchased by a landlord named 
Phibbs, without the knowledge of the 
small tenants of the district, who have 
been using it as an accommodation farm 
for a number of years ; if so, will he say 


‘if such sale was sanctioned by the Land 


Commission ; and, if not, will this matter 
the farm utilised for the enlargement of 


small holdings, should the estate be sold 
to the tenants at any future time.’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate‘compris- 


ing the farm referred to has not been 
and he cannot enter on his new duties | 


offered to the Estates Commissioners. I 
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am also informed that it has not been 
offered to the Congested Districts Board. 


Mr. O’DOWD: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that negotiations are 
pending between the landlord and tenants 
on the Harlech Estate ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not. 


River Owenmore Drainage. 

Mr. O’DOWD : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
the River Owenmore in the county Sligo 
takes its rise in, and flows through, a 
scheduled congested district; and that a 
scheme for the drainage of this river 
under the Arterial Drainage Acts is, 
under existing circumstances, imprac- 
ticable, he will advise the Congested 
Districts Board or the Board of Agri- 
culture to allocate a certain sum by way 
of grant in aid to local effort for the 
carrying out of the work of draining this 
river. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no funds 
at the disposal of the Congested Districts 
Board or Departinent of Agriculture out 
of which to contribute towards the cost 
of drainage works. 


Mr. O’DOWD: If the people in the | 


locality take the initiative in the work 
will they be encouraged with a grant from 
public funds ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
there is any fund available for the 
purpose. 


Congested Districts Board—Examina- 

tions for Temporary Clerkships. 

Mr. FIELD: I bez to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will explain why the system 
of examinations for temporary clerkships 
in the Congested Districts Board, Ireland, 
has been abolished ; whether, in making 
future appointments, the Board will have 
preference for those men whose names 
were registered on their books to compete 
at the examinations; whether in the 
meantime the Board are filling vacancies 
by selecting men of good character and 
education, or who have had experience 


in public or commercial offices; whether | 
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a sub-committee has been selected to 
make these appointments; and, if so, 
will he state how long it is intended to 
continue this system. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board is in 
correspondence with the Treasury on.the 
subject of the mode of making appoint- 
ments to its staff. Should it be found 
necessary to hold examinations for 
appointment of temporary clarks, pending 
a settlement of the question, the Board 
will endeavour to procure the services of 
the best men available. 


Irish National School Teachers’ Pay. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Government intend 
to take measures so that the payment of 
Irish national teachers shall be increased 
so as to place them upon an equality 
with English teachers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In any comparison 
between the incomes of Irish national 
school teachers and teachers in Eng- 
land, regard must be had to the 
burden on the State and on_ local 
sources. The incomes paid to teachers 
in Ireland represent a payment from the 
State of £2 8s. Ild. for each child in 
average daily attendance. In Enzland 
and Wales, the cost of maintenance of the 
schools is £2 13s. 2d. per pupil, of which 
only £1 10s. 8d. was derived from the 
State in the case of Board schools. 


Irish Congested Districts Board Staff. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Secretary 

to the Treasury whether he will explain 

why the Congested Districts Board (Ire- 


- Jand) have asked the Treasury to allow 


their staff to be recruited from the regular 
permanent Civil Service men who have 
entered through the Civil Service Com- 
missioners Examination ; and whether 
this suggestion will be adopted by the 
Treasury. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The Congested 
Districts Board, through the Irish Govern- 
ment, have asked whether the Treasury 
would be disposed to consider favourably 
a proposal to appoint a certain number 
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of permanent clerks to their staff. Cor- 
respondence on the subject is still pro- 
ceeding, but no decision has yet been 
arrived at. 


"Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say what is the 
Irish Government ? We do not know. 


[No Answer was returned.] 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1882) AMEND- 
MENT BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time: to be read a 
second time upon Monday next and to 
be printed. [Bill 257.] 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


John Sharpe Higham, esquire, for the 
County of York, Northern part of the 
West Riding (Sowerby Division). 


LICENSING BILL (PROCEDURE). 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [Ist July], ‘‘ That 
the proceedings in Committee and on 
Report of the Licensing Bill shall be 
brought to a conclusion in the manner 
hereinafter mentioned on six allotted 
days: 
(a) The proceedings in Committee 
on Clause | on the first allotted day ; 


(b) The proceedings in Committee 
in Clauses 2 and 3 on the second 
allotted day ; 

(c) The proceedings in Committee 
on Clause 4 on the third allotted 
day ; 

(d) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining clauses of the Bill, 
and on any new Government clauses, 
and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any 
other proceedings necessary to bring 
the Committee stage to a conclusion 
on the fourth allotted day ; 

(e) The proceedings on Report on 
any new clauses and on Amend- 
ments to Clauses 1, 2, and 3 of that 
Bill, be brought to a conclusion on 
the fifth allotted day; and 


(f) The proceedings on Report be 
concluded on the sixth allotted day. 


{COMMONS} 
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After this Order comes into operation, 
any day shall be considered an allotted 
day for the purposes of this Order on 
which the Licensing Bill is put down as 
the first Order of the Day. 


At 11%p.m.‘on the said allotted days, 
or if the day isa Friday at 4.30 p.m, 
the Chairman or Speaker shall put forth- 
with the Question or Questions on any 
Amendment or Motion already proposed 
from the Chair, and shall next proceed 
successively to put forthwith the Ques- 
tion on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments) and on 
every Question necessary to dispose of 
the allotted business to be concluded on 
the allotted day. 


In the case of Government Amend- 
ments, or of Government new clauses or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made, or that 
the clause or schedule be added to the 
Bill, as the case may be. 


At 12 midnight on the day on which 
the Third Reading of the Billis put down 
as first Order, or, if that day is a Friday, 
at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker shall put forth- 
with any Question necessary to conclude 
the proceedings on that stage of the Bill. 


Proceedings to which this Order relates 
shall not be interrupted (except at an 
Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m.), under 
the provisions of any Standing Order 
relating to Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of 
the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, 
nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be re- 
ceived unless moved by the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, and the Question on 
any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 
Nor shall any opposed Private Business 
be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted days 
or on the day on which the Third Read- 
ing of the Bill is put down as first Order. 


If Progress be reported the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- 
sequent sitting of the Committee.” —(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon | the same point, was put on the Paper. 
Boroughs) moved as an Amendment the | Therefore he felt that unless the Govern- 
omission from line two of the words | ment Resolution was agreed to in its 
“in Committee and.” This was, he said, | entirety, there was considerable prob- 
really in the nature of a protest against ability of the Bill being smothered in 
the destruction of the Committee stage of | talk. He could not help feeling that in 
the Bill. He could have quite understood | the interest of fair debate it was better 
a proposal from the Government to limit | the closure Resolution should be agreed to 
the discussion on the Report stage, for | 8 it stood. 


they might have pointed out that ques- | : me 
tions having been fully threshed out in | ee. SPAR: Oniee! cae, 


» alee, Resta —|hon. Member is now dealing with the 
Committee it was rather unfair to go over | whole Question. The Amendment only 
them again on the Report stage. It | raises a very small point. . 
would have been much more reasonable | 
to give six days to the Report stage than) *\p, DAVID MACIVER said, as he 
to confine the Committee stage to that | understood it, the point was whether or 
period. The Committee stage was the | not the Government Resolution should 
mostim portant stage, and he did appeal to | apply to the Committee stage. That was 
the Government to confine their guil- | the point he was endeavouring to argue, 
lotine Motion to the Report stage. He | 7 
supposed it was quite futile for him to} Mr.SPEAKER: But the hon. Member 
make the appeal, but he did not | was expressing his opinion that the whole 
think the Opposition would be | Motion should be passed. 
doing its duty if it did not} 
protest on every possible opportunity; *Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he did 
against the virtual destruction of the | think so, Continuing, the hon. Member 
Committee stage. He had gone through | said the question was whether the Com- 
the Amendments thoroughly, and his | mittee stage should be prolonged indefi- 
Parliamentary experience enabled him to | nitely. Now his view was that it would be 
vather that the number of substantial | a great advantage if the speeches were 
ones on the Paper was so large that if they | terse and to the point, without being un- 
merely divided on each and did not | reasonably prolonged. If that were secured 
attempt to discuss them, the Resolution | there was a probability that reasonable 
did not allow sufficient time to deal with | Amendments would be carefully argued, 
allof them. It was therefore perfectly | and that the speeches would be listened to. 
preposterous to attempt to confine the | The tendency was to reiteration, and the 
discussion to six days; it was reducing | Government Resolution would prevent 
their work to an absolutely absurd farce. that. There was another point to be 
| considered. Some hon. Members of that 
| House had occupations outside, and it 
e In line 2, to leave out the words ‘in Com- | ought not to be made impossible for those 
mitteeand. °° —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) |who were not merely professional 
Question proposed, “That the words | politicians to attend to those occupations. 
‘in Committee and’ stand part of the | He for one looked on the House of Com- 
Question.” | mons as the great Council of the Nation, 
|and they ought to be able to listen to 
*Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool | real debates, to argue real Amendments, 
Kirkdale) said that as oneof the supporters and to have them discussed impartially. 
of the Licensing Bill, which he believed to | Too many of the Amendments now 
be a thoroughly good one, he objected to | brought forward were mere repetition, 
secing it wrecked by a side wind. In his | and that afforded ample justification for 
opinion the proposal of the Prime Minister | closuring the debate on the Committee 
would afford amply sufficient time for the | Stage. 
honest consideration of the measure. He 
had no wish to say anything about! Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
obstruction, but hon. Members knew very | said he viewed with considerable appre- 
well that in the Committee stage, as one | hension the application of this Resolution, 
Amendment was disposed of, another | which practically superseded the Rules 
technically in order, and raising exactly | recently adopted for the conduct of the 


Amendment proposed—- 
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business of the House. In his opinion 
the most useful stage in the progress of a 
Bill was the Committee stage; it was at 
that stage that the suggestions were made 
the adoption of which made a measure 
practicable and workable. Useful and 
fruitful work was done in Committee. 
But he desired to point out what would 
be one effect of the adoption of the Reso- 
lution as it now stood. It provided that 
the Committee stage on the Licensing Bill 
should be brought to a conclusion after 
so many days. Did hon. Members quite 
apprehend what that meant ? What not 
unfrequently happened in the case of 
other Bills was not unlikely to happen on 
this measure. It might become necessary 
to recommit the Bill, and he doubted 
whether, supposing the Resolution were 
carried, Mr. Speaker would put a Motion 
for recommittal, inasmuch as_ there 
would be no Committee to which the Bill 
could be recommitted, because by the 
Resolution the Committee stage would 
have been concluded. His view was that 
in voting for this Amendment the House 
‘would be voting for the curtailment of its 
powers on the Report stage, and would 
deprive itself of the useful power of re- 
committal. In view of the fact that no 
plea either of urgency or of obstruction 
had been advanced in support of the Reso- 
lution, he deplored that the Government 
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should, so soon after the new Rules had | 


been passed, come before the House with 
a proposal of this nature. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 


{COMMONS} 





(Procedure). 664 


the proceedings on this Bill might be mn- 
definitely postponed. And he had not 
the smallest doubt, when they had waded 
through the sixty-five pages of Amend- 
ments, and the a/ditions which the 
ingenuity of hon. Gentlemen would 
doubtless prompt before the end of the 
Committee staze, that all this would have 
to be gone through again on the Report 
stage. This Amendment, in truth, was not 
an Amendment, but the destruction of 
the Resolution; and he thought every- 
body who supported the Resolution last 
night was bound in common consistency 
to support the Government now in re- 
sisting it. This was substantially the 
question which was discussed yesterday, 
and under the circumstances he did not 
| doubt that the House could without very 
| prolonged debate come to the same con- 
| clusion as that at which it arrived a few 
| hours previously on the main question. 

| Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said the Prime Minister had parenthetic- 
ally dealt with the question of the exten: 
sion of the time for the Committee stage. 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


point will arise on a future Amen iment. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) declared 
that the House if it accepted this 
| Amendment would nullify all the 
decisions at which it had arrived by huge 
/Majorities on the various stages of the 
| Licensing Bill. The Amendment asked 
| for more time for the consideration of the 





LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. Bi'l. But he would like to draw the 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he would | 2ttention of the House to the time that 


venture to point out that this Amend- | had been already expended. More time 
ment really contradicted in substance the | W&8 asked for the discussion of Clause 1, 
conclusion at which the House arrived at | that clause dealt with the question of 
midnight last night. There was no speech | 1uatter sessions, and he would like to 





which was made in favour of the Resolu- 
tion which could not, with equal pro- 
priety of course, be made against this 
modification. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved must be perfectly aware, in- 
deed he rather judged from his speech 
that he was aware, that to carry 
his Amendment would nullify the 
whole effect they might anticipate from 
the passage of the Resolution. It was on 
the Committee stage that they had the 
sixty-five pages of Amendments, it was 
on the Committee stage that they saw 
before them the actual means by which 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





| point out that the First and Second 


Reading debates were concentrated on 
the subject of the powers of quarter 
sessions. 


Mtr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
question does not now arise. The point 
now is whether the Committee stage shall 
be expunged from the Resolution. 


Mason JAMESON said he of course 
bowed to the rulingof the Chairman. What 
he was particularly anxious about was 
that the decisions arrived at by huge 





eb ae 
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majorities should not now be nullified. ; 


The House must not stultify itself, and | 


he hoped that the Government would 
rigidly adhere to their Resolution. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

/tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Jaldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley. Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex.H.(Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
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Question put. 
| The House divided:—Ayes, 220; 
Noes, 160. (Division List No. 189.) 
AYES. 


| Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 





Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
| Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
| Hardy, Laurence(KentAshford) 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
| Helder, Augustus 
| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
| Horner, Frederick William 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Hoult, Joseph 


Chamberlain, Rt HonJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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| Houston, Robert Paterson 

| Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 
Johnstone, Heywood, (Sussex) | 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. | 
Kenyon,Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Franci~ William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
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Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


2D 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell,RtHn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, . William Graham 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purkis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H./ Hertford, East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


‘| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
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Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxweil, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 
Tufnel', Lieut. 
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"| Edward 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

3arlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Ror:land Hirst 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bowles, T.Gibson (Kinz’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
3uchanan, Thoma- Ryburn 
3urke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannermaa, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Franvis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condor, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Daives, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt E.C.(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Evans, Sir Fran. H. (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fla in, Michael Joseph 

Fiynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James 4 Ifred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wi'son-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Josepn 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John : 
Rose, Cuarles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles FE. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) | Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
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Slack, John Bamford 
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Soames, “rthur Wellesley 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Lloyd - George and Mr. 
M‘Kenna. 


W.) that in view of the number of Amend- 


moved to omit from the Resolution the ments to be moved in Committee by the 


words ‘“‘and on Report.” 


He submitted Home Secretary, and of the suggestions 
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which had already been partially accepted 
by the Government, more than two days 
would be necessary for the revision of 
the Bill on the Report stage. Anybody 
who had been a Member of the House 
for any length of time would know that the 
Report stage was very essential in order 
to revise the patchwork legislation done 
in Committee. The Committee stage he 
looked upon as a work in mosaic, Amend- 


ments were suggested and forms of words | 


brought forward and accepted hurriedly, 
and .they certainly required prolonged 
examination on Report, so as to make 
the Bill a workmanlike piece of legis- 
lation. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn line 2, to leave out the words ‘and on 
Report.’”—(Mr. Yozaill.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and on Report’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR expressed sur- 


prise that it should have been thought | 


necessary to move the Amendment. The 
main object of the Resolution was to 
deal with the Committee and Report 
stages. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
And the Third Reading. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that to 
accept the Amendment would be to 


stultify the decision at which the House | 


had already arrived. In support of the 


contention of the Opposition that there 


had been no obstruction, it was urged 
that the debates in Committee had been 


carried on practically under Report rules; | 


that the same Member had not thought 


it necessary to exercise his right to speak | 


more than once on the same Amendment. 


That only showed that the same time | 
might be expended on the Report stage | 
as on the Committee stage, and that | 


the sixty-six pages of Amendments now 


down for the Committee stage might be 
transferred bodily and without modifica- | 
tion to the Report stage without any | 
Member suffering the least inconvenience | 
from the fact that he could only speak | 


once on each Amendment. In these cir- 
cumstances he hoped the House would 


not accept the Amendment, which would | 


not make a merely superficial change in 
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| the Government proposal but would 


| absolutely destroy it. 


(Procedure). 


| Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


thought the House would note with sur- 
| prise the attitude taken up by the right 
| hon. Gentleman. It was not reasonable for 
_him to say that there was no case to 
be made o t for eliminating the Report 
stage which might not equally well have 
been urged in favour of the cutting out of 
| the Committee stage. There could be no 
doubt that the feeling of the House in 
regard to the Resolution was far from 
unanimous, and during the debate some 
| of the most respected Members on the 
| Government side of the House had ex- 
pressed themselves in favour of some 
extension of the time to be devoted to 
the Bill. If they were to have more time, 
obviously it could best be given in con- 
nection with the Report stage, and there- 
fore he should support the Amendment. 
If the Report stage was entirely eliminated 
the House would gain the opportunity 
of compromise. The Report stage was 
obviously the stage when a measure 
could be reconsidered and compromise 
_arrived at. As the Resolution now stood 
there would not be any possibility of that 
because when it was reached the whole of 
that staze might be occupied in consider- 
ing second-rate Amendments. This was 
/one of those cases where it was of the 
utmost importance that the well-considered 
opinion of the House should be recorded. 
As the matter stood who would say that 
the Report stage would be anything 
but a farce. He therefore suggested 
that as some of the supporters of the 
Government desired more elasticity this 
was the time that they ought to bring 
pressure to bear on the Prime Minister. 
If this Amendment were carried it would 
leave the House a full opportunity to 
consider the Bill on Report, and if there 
were any conciliatory spirit shown on the 
Treasury Bench he ventured to say the 
Report stage would not occupy the time 
which the right hon. Gentleman antici- 
pated; that only a few important 
Amendments would be taken. If there 
was to be no conciliation at any cost 
he could only say it would not 
redound to the credit of the Government 
|or to the advantage of the Bill, and it 
was a ridiculous farce to occupy the time 
‘in discussing this Resolution if the right 
2D2 
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hon. Gentleman had made up his mind 
to shut his ears to every argument in 
favour of the Amendment. He, however, 
hoped that it was not vet too late to appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman to pay some 
heed to the unanimity of opinion in favour 
of this extension of time, and that the 
right hon. Gentleman would view with 
some favour this Amendment. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
expressed the opinion that in curtailing 
the limits of debate in this House, the 
right hon. Gentleman was not entitled 
to go one step beyond what was necessary. 
One ground for the Resolution of the 
right hon. Gentleman was that there 
were sixty-six pages of Amendments on 
the Paper for the Committee stage, 
and it was because the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not seethe possibility of getting 
through those Amendments at an early 
date that he moved this Resolution. But 
the right hon. Gentleman could not 
possibly know what Amendments would 
come up on Report and he submitted 
that the right hon. Gentleman ought not 
to adopt this drastic procedure with 
regard to Report until he saw how he 
stood. He asserted that if the Report stage 
was not curtailed the right hon. Gentle- 
man would find that the Amendments 
put down would be inconsiderable and 
only deal with important phases of the 
Bill, and he contended that the House 
ought not to consent to the proposal to 
confine the discussion on Report to two 
days until they had seen what would 
happenin Committee. They did not know 
what the Bill was that would be brought 
before the House on Report. And if 
the right hon. Gentleman found he was 
being badly treated in the matter of 
Amendments he had two courses open to 
him, both effective. He could either 
move a Motion of this kind or move 
that all words down to a certain point 
stand part. This was a defence of the 
rights of the House which all private 
Members were entitled to claim. They 
were asked to limit the time for discussion 
before they knew what the Bill was they 
were to be asked to discuss and, having 
regard to the fact that only three lines 
of the Bill had been dealt with in Com- 
mittee, he submitted that the proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman was entirely 
without precedent, and that the right hon. 


Mr. Dalziel. 
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Gentleman was going further than he 
was entitled to go. By consenting to 
the Amendment the right hon. Gentle- 
man would give the House that oppor- 
tunity to consider the various clauses of 
the Bill which they would be denied in 
Committee, without which the public 
at large would not accept the Bill in its 
final form as the considered judgment 
of the House of Commons. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) thought that both the Com- 
mittee and the Report stage should have 
been dealt with in this matter, but as 
the proposal with regard to the Com- 
mittee had been carried he now sub- 
mitted that the Amendment put down 
to keep the Report stage in the: hands 
of the House without limitation was a 
reasonable Amendment. Only two days 
were to be allowed on Report, on new 
clauses as well as on all clauses amended 
in Committee. A full Report stage 
ought to be allowed for the new clauses 
alone, and for that very reason the 
Report stage ought to be extended. 
One very remarkable thing was that 
more than half the new clauses had been 
put down by supporters of the Govern- 
ment. The hon. Member for Hackney 
had one; the hon. Member for Wake- 
field had one, and the hon. Member 
for Hammersmith, who was a thick-and- 
thin supporter of the Government, 
also had one. There was actually 
one in the name of the hon. Member 
for North Kensington. What would 
he say when it was said that the 
Report stage was to be limited. If the 
Committee stage was to be swept away 
it was obviously the more important 
that the Report stage of the Bill should 
be carried out in accordance with the 
ordinary forms and rules of the House. 
As his hon. friend had pointed out 
they did not yet know what Amendments 
would be put down for Report. His 
hon. friend also suggested two remedies 
to the right hon. Gentleman for dealing 
with them; he would suggest another 
easy remedy. If it was found that there 
would have to be much discussion the 
right hon. Gentleman might suspend 
the operation of the twelve o’clock rule. 
That was always done at the end of a 
session in order to expedite business, 
and if the plan were adopted on the 
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Report stage of this Bill it would be 
passed in a short time because although 
men were willing to stay in the House 
until two or even three o’clock in order 
to conduct business they would not 
wait for the mere purpose of obstruction. 
Rather than the Report stage should be 
curtailed he would suggest that the 
Third Reading stage of a Bill, which had 
been contested as this had been, wa:,, 
in his opinion, perfectly useless. They 
only had stale speeches which were of 
no value, and he thought an hour should 
be quite sufficient to dispose of the Third 
Reading. They would then have a 
brilliant oration from the Home Secre- 
tary replied to by an eloquent twenty- 
minutes speech from the other side and 
then the division might be taken. In 
his own interests the Prime Minister 
would do well to make some concession. 
Putting aside mere newspaper opinion, 
there was the opinion of the solid and 
respectable members of the community 
to the effect that the Prime Minister 
had been forced to bring forward this 
closure Resolution at the behest of the 
brewers. 


Mr. SPEAKER intimated that that 
question could not be rediscussed upon 
every Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he was 
merely trying to urge a reason why, 
having got the Committee stage, the 
Prime Minister should exempt some por- 
ticn of the proceedings from the Resolu- 
tion in order to indicate his contention 
that he was acting in the interests of 
eternal justice and not of the brewers. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs), 
referring to the Prime Minister’s complaint 
that first a Motion was made to exempt 
the Committee stage and then another to 
exempt the Report stage, said the reason 
was that six days were not too much for 
the Committee and might not be too much 
for Report, and that so long as the right 
hon. Gentleman remained _ inflexible, 
those who thoroughly disapproved of the 
proposed limitation would have to 
attempt to secure the exemption first 
of one stage and then of another. It 
would be much more pleasant to leave 
the Bill, and look forward to another 
Parliament to deal with the matter, but 
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that was not really the duty of the 
Opposition. Their duty was to make 
the best of the existing circumstances, 
and so long as the right hon. Gentleman 
remained obdurate they were bound to 
try in turn to get every relaxation of 
the Resolution that was possible. If the 
Government intended to make any 
addition to the number of days allotted 
it would be advisable that they should 
Say so at once. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) thought 
the House had already been played with 
to a considerable extent. Even to-day 
the Prime Minister had put up one of his 
supporters to delay the division. [‘‘ No.’’] 
The noble Lord the Member for Chorley 
approached the hon. Member for the 
Kirkdale Division obviously to prevail 
upon him to speak. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
said the conversation to which the hon. 
Member referred had reference to a 
private Bill. 


(Procedure). 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would be 
satisfied if the hon. Member for the 


Kirkdale Division denied that the noble 
Lord asked him to speak on the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said the noble 
Lord spoke to him with reference to the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Bill, and 
nothing else. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked whether he 
was to understand that the noble Lord 
said nothing with reference to taking 
part in the debate. 


*Mr. DAVID. MACIVER: The noble 
Lord asked me how long the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Bill was likely to take. 
The conversation had nothing whatever 
to do with any other matter. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that on that 
statement he was quite willing to with- 
draw his remark, though he thought 
there must be some connection between 
the Mersey Docks Bill and the celebrated 
warming pan in “ Pickwick.” 


Mr. SPEAKER: This is really not 
relevant to the question before the 
House. 
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Mr. WHITLEY asked whether, in: 


asmuch as time had on various occasions 
been wasted by deliberate obstruction 
on the other side, the Prime Minister 
would guarantee that nothing of the kind 
would be allowed during the short period 
allotted to the Report stage. The right 
hon. Gentleman appeared to be quite 
willing to cut down the time, and at the 
same time to allow hours to be wasted 
by his own supporters at the commence- 
ment of the sitting and immediately 
after dinner. Many Members were per- 
fectly prepared to sit after midnight 
to discuss the Bill, and that, he thought. 
was a very fair offer to make. But 
there was not much chance of the offer 
being accepted, as they all knew what 
happened in connection with the Budget 
when arrangements had been made for 
a late sitting. The Prime Minister's 
own supporters failed him—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. 
Member will address himself in a business- 
like way to the question before the 
House. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that when there 
were other methods by which business 
could be got through it made one feel 
very strongly with reference to the 
course of action adopted by the right 
hon. Gentleman. However, it was no 
good arguing the matter with the Govern- 
ment; they had made up their minds 
that the Bill should not be discussed, 
but he thought the Opposition had given 
clear notice that they would not recognise 
any Parliamentary title whatever in the 
decisions come to under such circum- 
stances. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pointed out 
that in connection with the Home Rule 
Bill two closure Resolutions were proposed 
—one dealing with Committee, and the 
other, moved when the Committee stage 
was concluded, with Report. That, he 
thought, was the more businesslike way 
of proceeding, because until the Com- 
mittee stage had been dealt with, it was 
impossible to say how long was required 
for the consideration of questions left 
undiscussed. For instance, on Clauses 
2 and 3, the most important Amendments 
would be at the end of Clause 2 and the 
beginning of Clause 3. They would all 
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be left over, because the questions to be 
dealt with at the beginning of Clause 2 
were of such substance that they could 
not be~ passed unnoticed. The Prime 
Minister was too apt to forget that, 
in addition to being the Leader of a Party, 
he was also the Leader of the House of 
Commons, in which position it was his 
duty, after the conclusion of the Com- 
mittee stage, to go through the questions 
undiscussed, and to allot to their con- 
sideration such a period of time as, based 
upon an impartial consideration of their 
importance, would suffice for their proper 
discussion. But that could not be done 
until the Committee stage was concluded, 
and one could see what questions remained 
untouched. It was found in connection 
with the Home Rule Bill that a separate 
Resolution for the Report stage did not 
involve a great expenditure of time, 
but it enabled a much better use to be 
made of the period allotted to discussion, 
as the House knew exactly the questions 
they had still to consider. The Prime 
Minister said that the Opposition were 
making contradictory Resolutions, but 
the right hon. Gentleman appeared to 
forget that the Amendment to omit the 
Committee stage had been rejected. 
Consequently they were entitled to plead 
for freedom of debate at some stage of 
this Bill. Ifthe Government had resolved 
that there should be no discussion on the 
Committee stage, surely they ought to 
allow ample discussion upon the Report 
stage. Eventhe hon. and gallant Member 
for Clare suggested that if the Members 
of the Opposition would wait until the 
Report stage the Government might 
consider it advisable to allow more time 
for that stage of the Bill. Seeing that 
the Government had not responded to 
that appeal, all they could do now was 
to protest at every stage of this Resolution 
and take the opinion of the House upon 
it with a view of afterwards taking the 
opinion of the country. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) said 
he was returned as a Member of the House 
of Commons about fifteen months ago, 
and a licence was then given to hm to take 
part in the debates in the House. That 
licence was now being taken away 
from him by this Resolution for no ill- 
conduct, and he wanted to know what 
compensation the Prime Minister was 
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going to give him for taking away his 
licence. A great many important sec- 
tions of the community had been heard 
upon this Bill, including the representa- 
tives of the Bishops, the clergy, and 
also the teetotalers, sitting on the 
Opposition side of the House. 


Licensing Bill 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine himself to the 
Amendment, and he is not at liberty to 
make a speech upon the Bill generally. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON said that he had 
no intention of discussing the Bill gener- 
ally, and all he wanted to bring in at the 
end was that there was another small 
section of the community in this country 
who had not had their say in regard 
to this Bill—he meant the medical 
profession. [Mrnisterrat  laughter.] 
Hon. Members opposite laughed now at 
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but the moment would come to every 
Member of the House when he would not 
want either Prime Ministers or Colonial 
Secretaries, and when the one man he 
would want would be a medical man. 
Hon. Members would probably remember 
the lines of the poet :— 

God and the doctor men adore, 

When sickness comes, but not before ; 

When health returns and ills are righted, 

(:od is forgotten, the doctor slighted. 

If there was one body of men more than 
another who were brought face to face 
with this question it was the medical 

fossi endl tes ht that ample 
profession, and he thought that amp! 
time ought to be given so that the voice 
of that section of the community for 
whom he spoke could be heard uvon this 
Bill. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 258 ; Noes, 
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Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S. Ford (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 





Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
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Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley,Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Stock, Jame Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charle Hedley 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUnig, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.Col.A.C.E. (Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel! R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley,Rt.Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir Willian 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt EC(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir FrancisH( Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charies 

Ferguson, B.C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michae! Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Furness, Sir Christopher 


Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert J. 
Goddard, Danie! Ford 
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Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

jurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt,Lewis V.(Rossendale 
Harcourt, RtHn SirW(Monm’th 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 





Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) ' 


: Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | 
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M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid,Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John  (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson] Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas, Henry( Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred.W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,Sir JT.(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. Samuel 
Evans. 





Mr. SPEAKER stated that a number 
of Amendments of which notice had been 
given proposing alterations in line 2 
of the Resolution were not in order. 
The next Amendment which was in 
order stood in name of the hon. Member 
for North-West Lanarkshire. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.), who had given notice of an 
Amendment to leave out “on six allotted 
days” in line 3, asked if he might move 
to leave out the word “on,” reserving 
other questions to be dealt with by 
subsequent Amendments. 


Mr. SPEAKER said the object of the 
hon. Member’s Amendment, and also of 
several others, was really to get rid of 
the word “ six.” 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS said there 


was a more general object in the Amend- 


ment, namely, not to decide at this 
stage how many days were to be occu- 
pied, but to reserve that point for a later 
period. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member’s 
Amendment is to leave out “on six 
allotted days.” The other Amendments 
are to leave out “six” and to substitute 
certain other numbers. In each case 
the object is to get rid of the word “ six.” 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS said he 


would not move his Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA moved to leave out 
“six” in line 3, and insert “ eighteen.” 
He was most anxious that they should 
have an opportunity of pressing the 
Prime Minister to make some extension 
of the number of days. He would 
‘remind the right hon. Gentleman that 


‘many of his supporters had very great 
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misgivings in voting with him for closure 
by compartments, and with the exception 
of two they had strongly urged him to 
widen the scheme of compartments. The 
right hon. Gentleman had based his pro- 
posal to some extent on precedents set 
by his own and preceding Governments. 
But there was nothing in these precedents 
anything like so drastic as the scheme now 
proposed. In connection with the Crimes 
Bill of 1887 they had fifteen days in Com- 
mittee before the closure by compartments 
scheme was brought forward. The Home 
Rule Bill had been twenty-eight days in 
Committee before closure by compart- 
ments was proposed. On the Education 
Bill of 1902 they were thirty-eight days 
in Committee before closure by com- 
partments was enforced, and then seven 
days in Committee alone were given, 
and four days on Report, while the Third 
Reading was left entirely out of the time 
limit. After citing these facts he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would see that 
there was no case in which the closure 
by compartments had been moved so soon 
and so closely, and with so short an 
amount of time between the Committee 
and Report stage. And there was no 
precedent for taking the closure on the 
Third Reading. In regard to this Bill, 
they had been told that it had been 
thirty-four hours in Committee. He 
thought that that was not quite correct. 
It had been only thirty hours in Com- 
mittee. The right hon. Gentleman pro- 
posed to give four days more, one of 
which must be a Friday—which would 
only be tive hours for that day—and 
two days for Report, and one of these 
days would also be a Friday, which 
would amount to twelve and a_ half 
hours. That would mean that thirty- 
seven and a half hours would be given 
for discussion under closure by com- 
partments. Then, on the Third Reading 
there was to be one day, or seven and a 
half hours. The total time, therefore, 
occupied by the Bill from beginning to 
end, with the closure by compartments 
and prior to its being enforced, would, 
roughly speaking, be seventy-five hours. 
Could the Prime Minister honestly say 
that that was enough ¢ 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Do you include 
the First and Second Readings ? 


Dr. Macnamarz. 


{COMMONS} 
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Dr. MACNAMARA said no. But 
he would take twenty-five hours for the 
First and Second Readings and that 
would make 100 hours. Did the Prime 
Minister tell the House that 100 hours 
for all the stages for this Bill was any- 
thing approaching a reasonable time 
in which to discuss it? He moved his 
Motion because substantially every 
speaker, with the exception of two on 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own side of 
the House, was in favour of a more gener- 
ous extension of the time limit, and no 
precedent had been put forward for so 
drastic a scheme as this. He begged to 
move. 
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Amendment proposed— 


**In line 3, to leave out the word ‘six,’ and 
inse1t the word ‘eighteen.”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
* six’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he desired 

to second the Amendment. He was very 
glad to find that the hon. Member had 
increased the time of his proposal from 
ten to eighteen days. which made the 
Amendment equivalent to what he him- 
self intended to have moved. The hon. 
Member had talked about precedents, 
but he was afraid that this was not so 
much a matter of precedent, as that the 
Government imagined that for their own 
sakes they must pass this Bill into law 
under conditions which would limit the 
session to the 12th of August. The 
conditions could leave no doubt in the 
mind of any clear-minded person that this 
discussion was to be crowded into an 
altogether inadequate period. The ques- 
tions which had been raised were of 
enormous importance, and the idea of 
suppressing the discussion on Clauses 2 
and 3 into one day was perfectly absurd. 
The questions arising on these clauses 
were of such far-reaching importance 
that the House ought to have several 
days in which to discuss them adequately. 
If the time fixed were ten days it would 
sve then be inadequate, but if it were 
eighteen days it would give them a much 
better chance of adequate discussion. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
had listened to the speech of the hou. 
Member for North Camberwell, with ad- 
miration, because the hon. Member had 
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suggested what he thought would have 
been a valuable argument for a reasonable 
Amendment. But it was ridiculous to 
suggest that the extension of the time 
limit should be not from six to ten days, 
but to eighteen days. He himself hoped 
that the Prime Minister would extend the 
time limit proposed, but the Amendment 
of the hon. Member, if he insisted upon it, 
was calculated to defeat the end he had 
in view. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said they ought not to be afraid 
to ask the House of Commons to sit for 
twelve more days. They ought to under- 
stand really what they were passing. 
He did not believe that anyone who 
read the Bill through knew what it 
meant. The senior Member for Oldham 
had spoken of the discussion on Clauses 
2 and 3 being pressed into one day. He 
had made a calculation as to how many 
hours they would have to discuss these 
two clauses of this revolutionary measure. 
They would have from three o'clock to 
7.30, which was four and a half hours 
for the most important clause in the Bill, 
because it endeavoured to show what 
amount of compensation would be ob- 
tained for the refusal of a licence. It 
was perfectly evident to any fair-minded 
and reasonable man that it was absolutely 
impossible for the House to discuss that 
important clause in four and a half hours. 
Speeches might be limited as much as 
they pleased, but not half of the Amend- 
ments, even from the Government side 
of the House, would be reached. Seven- 
teen of the Amendments on Clause 2 
were proposed by hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite. If each Gentlemen occupied a 
quarter of an hour the whole of the 
time would have been exhausted. He 
asked the Prime Minister himself if he 
quite knew how much this Bill was going 
to increase the value of the licensed 
property of the country. Nobody had 
been able to tell them. They had 
had various estimates ranging from 
£100,000,000 to over £300,000,000. The 
vital Amendment which would give 
some information as to the amount of 
compensation that was to be paid ought 
certainly not be scamped. Many good 
supporters of the Government, including 
its most pathetic supporters, the Member 
for Plymouth, the right hon. Member for 


{5 Jury 1904} 





(Procedure), 686 
Oxford, the hon. and learned Member for 
Stretford, and the right hon. Member for 
East Somerset, one of the most reasonable 
Members of the House, wanted an ex- 
tension of time. But it was impossible 
for their Amendments to be reached 
if the Prime Minister’s proposal to devote 
only four and a half hours to this com- 
partment were carried. The whole thing 
was a mockery and a sham. He asked 
the Prime Minister in the interests not 
only of his own Bill but of the dignity 
of the House to give a fair amount of 
time for the discussion of this important 
matter. He was sure the right hon. 
Gentlemen’s own constituents would not 
blame him if he said that he was going 
to make the House of Commons sit 
from the 12th to the 24th August in order 
to get the Licensing Bill discussed in a 
proper and workmanlike fashion. He 
therefore trusted the right hon. Gentle- 
man would assent to the Amendment 
of his hon. friend. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that when 
the hon. Member talked about the 
absurdity of asking the House to pass 
such a Resolution, it showed that he was 
a very young Member of the House. 
He could not have taken part in the pro- 
ceedings in regard to the closure on the 
Home Rule Bill. 


Mr. LAMBERT : Certainly I did. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Do my ears 
deceive me? Does the hon. Gentleman 
say he was present and yet talk about 
the dignity of the House and the ab- 
surdity of the present discussion of two 
clauses in one day ? 


Mr. LAMBERT said he did not think 
the right hon. Gentleman would find a 
precedent in the Home Rule Bill dis- 
cussion which compressed a single clause 
into four and a half hours. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said thattwhen 
the hon. Gentleman talked about the 
dignity of the House of Commons and of 
the absurdity of asking the House to 
discuss the questions which would be 
included in these compartments within 
the limit of time proposed, he certainly 
could not have taken part in the pro- 
ceedings on the great closure of the Home 
Rule Bill by Mr. Gladstone. 
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Mr. LAMBERT: Oh, yes I did, and 
I voted for it. 


Licensing Bill 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And yet the 
hon. Member talks about the dignity 
of the House and the absurdity of com- 
pressing Clauses 1 and 2 of the Licensing 
Bill into one day. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman will find a single 
precedent in the Home Rule Bill closure 
for compressing a single clause into four 
hours and a half. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the hon. Gentleman had quite forgotten 
what the closure on the Home Rule Bill 
did. He would remind the hon. Gentle- 
man that the Home Rule Bill proposed 
to give a new Constitution not only to this 
country but to Ireland, and that among 
the things which were not discussed 
because they were stopped by closure 
was the composition of the Irish Legisla- 
- tive Chamber, and of the Irish Legislative 
Council, and what was to be done in the 
case of disagreements between those two 
hypothetical bodies. All that was in 
the first compartment. He had de- 
scribed yesterday what happened in the 
second compartment, in which no less 
than eighteen clauses, each one of which 
was a Bill in itself, were compressed into 
five days. The hon. Gentleman might truly 
say that that was a different arrange- 
ment from this. Mr. Gladstone, naturally 
enough, and he thought he should have 
done the same thing in his place, thought 
it more convenient to have big batches 
of clauses stuck into compartments of 
four or five days, rather than, as he had 
now done with a very limited Bill, to have 
the compartments more restricted in 
length and the subjects much smaller. 
But if the hon. Gentleman would do the 
simple sum in arithmetic to which he had 
called attention yesterday, he would see 
that to discuss eighteen clauses in five 
days was to require the discussion of 
more than three clauses per diem on an 
average, and those clauses were not un- 
important; they were not machinery 
clauses, but clauses connected with the 
constitution of a wholly new organic 
law. 


Mr. LAMBERT: We had a mandate 
and you have not. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the hon 
Gentleman say that his Party had a 


/mandate for squeezing all these clauses 


into five days ? 


Mr. LAMBERT: A mandate for the 
Home Rule—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
what we are arguing; but whether the 
House can discuss a given subject in a 
given time. On that point, which was 
the only one before them, the hon. Gentle- 
man was good enough to say that the 
Government had been totally regardless 
of the dignity of the House, and had made 
utterly absurd proposals. He was point- 
ing out that if the dignity of the House 
was affected by this proposal ten thou.and 
times more was Mr. Gladstone’s closure 
open to the same charge. 


Mr. LAMBERT: We sat till Septem- 
ber. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman’s point, as he understood it, 
was that they were restricting discussion, 
but he did not think he need deal with 
that part of the subject at greater length. 
In the speech in which he introduced 
this Motion he had even hinted that 
he thought this method of closure by 
compartments an extremely clumsy 
method of procedure, and it was his 
firm conviction that some day this 
question would have to be taken in hand, 
and they would have to find some more 
flexible and more convenient method by 
which the time of the House should be 
allocated as between the different ele- 
ments of the Government programme. 
The difficulties were obviously enormous. 
because, to start with, they must have a 
Government programme which was 
reasonable in dimensions: he did not 
mean to say, of course, reasonable in 
substance, because to an Opposition no 
Government programme was reasonable 
in substance. Then they would have to 
find some mechanism for allocating the 
debates so that every question of import- 
ance should be debated and no trivial 
question debated. Alas, they were far 
from that now, and he did not deny that 
the evils inherent in this method of deal- 
ing with business affected the proposals 
he had made to the House, as they had 
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aflected the other proposals of a similar 
kind made in the past, and as they doubt- 
less would affect other proposals of that 
kind made in the future. Until that 
great reform or alteration which he had 
adumbrated was accepted by that As- 
sembly, which he supposed was in some 
respects, as regarded its rules, the most 
conservative Assembly in the world, 
and, while admitting frankly that his 
proposals were open to objection, he 
asked whether they should not under the 
circumstances be passed. He had con- 
sidered and reconsidered the matter, and 
he sympathised with the desire of some 
hon. Members that there should be an 
extension of time, though not to the 
extent proposed in the Amendment, 
which was extreme even to absurdity. 
Given that the House had already de- 
cided that there should be a time limit 
to this Bill, on the whole he was inclined 
to think that the House would be well- 
advised to adhere to the limits originally 
laid down by the Government. By the 
addition of a few hours he did not believe 
any advantage would be secured to the 
Opposition, who had already announced 
their intention of not feeling themselves 
bound by this Bill. He did not think 
that in any circumstances they would be 
bound, but at all events no change in 
their attitude could be expected in return 
for anything in the nature of a slight 
modification of the scheme, which, after 
careful thought, he had laid on the Table 
of the House. They must have regard 
to the whole circumstances of the session. 
As far as he was concerned he certainly 
did not wish to overburden the House, 
but, even with any diminution which 
he might be able to make in the Govern- 


j ment programme, he did not think it 


would be possible for them to rise before 


| the day on which as a rule they had been 


able to rise during the last eight years, 


and even then he thought he was under- 
j stating the case. 
‘those circumstances, much would be 
_j lost and nothing gained by any attempt. 
"| o modify the Resolution he had moved. 
1 He had come to the conclusion with re- 
jluctance, but he hoped at all events his 
“frends on that side would feel that it 


Having regard to all 


was through no desire for rash and ar- 


jbitrary proceedings that he had taken 
{the course he had. 


He was convinced 





jt was the course which, on the whole, 
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would be most useful in the public 
interests, and in the interests of the House 
and of the Members. 


(Procedure). 


Str ROBERT REID said he would 
not follow the Prime Minister into 
his forecast as to the period o: the 
session, nor with regard to the precedent 
of the Home Rule Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman at the time expressed his 
disapproval in warm terms of that pre- 
cedent ; and what was the use of bringing 
it forward now, unless, as he did not 
believe, the Prime Minister was stating 
deliberately what he thought to be unjust, 
wrong, and unfair. The right hon. 
Gentleman apparently indicated, just 
now, that there might be some possible 
willingness on his part to make a con- 
cession, if an indication were given of 
any change of temper and disposition on 
the part of the Opposition. He had two 
thoughts in reference to the Licensing 
Bill in connection with the Prime Minister. 
The first was that, with all his avocations, 
the right hon. Gentleman had not been 
able to penetrate to the core of the Bill. 
It was only after considerable study of 
its voluminous and important innovations 
that one could understand how deep it 
struck, and how dangerous it might be. 
His other thought with regard to the 
Prime Minister was that he did not realise 
the state of feeling in reference to the Bill. 
It appeared to be an axiom with regard 
to licensing legislation that every tee- 
totaler was an extreme man; but many 
who were not teetotalers regarded the 
Bill as full of the gravest possible dangers. 
If the right hon. Gentleman realised that, 
he would not have talked about a few 
days more or less in comparison with the 
convenience of the House. No one wanted 
to overwork Ministers, or to deprive 
Members generally of the opportunity of 
enjoying some part of the summer in the 
country ; but nothing of that kind was 
comparable to the vast questions involved 
in the Bill. It touched the liquor traffic 
and the licensing system at every point. 
as all experts could assure the right hon. 
Gentleman. The question was whether 
the time proposed was sufficient to allow 
the House to properly discuss the Bill. 
The Prime Minister did not say that it 
was sufficient. He did not think that 
the Prime Minister, as a gentleman of 
honour and as one responsible to the 








§91 Licensing Bill 


House and the country for such an im- | 


portant change in the law, would say that 
he really believed that the time proposed 
was sufficient. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, however, seemed to think that 
there was some overwhelming necessity 
for curtailing discussion in order 
to wind up the session. That was 
neither a statesmanlike nor a fair attitude 
on the part of the Leader of the Houce. 
In the first clause there were sixteen 
points of far-reaching importance, and 
they would have to be discussed in 
one day. Supposing the Committee 
wished to divide on these points, the 
divisions alone, without any discussion 
whatever, would take three hours. He ex- 
cluded any suspicion, although he did not 
know why he should, that those who 
wished to prevent any changes in the 
tenor of the Bill would occupy their time 
in discussing earlier and less important 
points. That was a danger that had to be 
faced. All this had to be dealt with 
in one day, and the same observation might 
be made with regard to the other clauses 
as a whole. The whole Bill from begin- 
ning to end was to be passel through the 
Report stage intwodays. Discussion was 
impossible under such conditions. The 
Prime Minister had, however, retused to 
make any concession, although for his 
part he thought eighteen days would be 
very usefully occupied in discussing the 
measure. He felt that there was at 
stake something even more serious than 
the Bill. The House of Commons would 
not remain a deliberative assembly of 
any practical value if a limitation of this 
kind upon its time was imposed. The 
Prime Minister had not said that he be- 
lieved the time allowed was sufficient, and 
he had given no reason for his proposal 
other than the convenience of Members 
of the House. He ventured to submit 
that that was not an attitude which the 
Prime Minister ought to take up. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) agreed that the Prime Minister 
was not likely to win gratitude from the 
Opposition, no matter how much time he 
might give for the discussion of the Bill. 
But there was something else than the 
gratitude of the Opposition ; there was 
the decency of debate and the satisfaction 
of the country. The majority of the 
people of the country consisted of moder- 
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ate men, who would be much better 
satisfied with the Bill if they knew that 
it had been adequately discussed in the 
House of Commons. It would greatly 
assit hon. Members to explain to their 
constituents the attitude taken up by the 
Government if more time were allowed 
for discussion. Assuming that the Rego- 
lution were passed that day, to-morrow 
would be the first allotted day and Friday 
next would be the second allotted day, and 
they would have to dispose of Clauses 2 
and 3 in four and a half hours. When 
Estimates were before the House Friday 
was never considered a whole day, and he 
submitted that it would not be fair to 
make it an allotted day in this case, 
Clauses 2 and 3 covered the whole qu.s- 
tion of compensation, a most debateable 
question, on which strong feelings were 
held throughout the country, and a ques- 
tion on which great doubt and obscurity 
prevailed in the House as to what the 
Bill itself actually meant. He asked 
whether the Prime Minister could not 
give one or two full days for that most 
important subject. 





Mr. McKENNA said the right hon. 
| Gentleman who had just sat down had 
spoken in so moderate and temperate a 
manner that in an ordinary case they 
might hav2 hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Prime Minister would 
have made the concession for which 
ihe had been asked, but the House 
had to remember that the most im- 
portant parts of the Bill had not been 
discussed, and when the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Somerset pointed out that Clauses 
2 and 3 would be discussed on 
Friday next, he put his finger not on the 
weak but on the strong spot. They were 
not intended to be discussed. There was 
on the Paper an Amendment put down on 
the part of the Government in respect of 
compensation. Why was not that in the 
Bill itself? They could pretty well gather 
the reason why it was put down now. It 
was put down because of an election that 
was now taking place. In the request 
he had made, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was asking the Government to 
forego the main ground for their proposal. 
The Prime Minister had guaranteed 
| that the difficult question which might 
| divide the publican from the brewer 
should not be raised, and that it should 








ss + =e Oo Se SNS © ct 


__ 


= —=_ CO = bk 8’ bee 


sv UST OS Ser 


4 





693 Licensing Bill 
only be from. bitter experience of the 
working of thie measure, after the general 
election, t‘hat the publican should 
fnd out that it was disastrous to him. 
Six days only were to be given to the 
Huse to dispose of a great public 
property. A property estimated at 
£300,000,000 was to be given away to the 
trade, and the right hon. Gentleman sug- 
gested that that was a reasonable proposal 
tomake. What sort of a title were the 
brewers to get under this Bill? The right 
hon. Gentleman quoted the precedent of 
the Home Rule Bill, but the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends then relied on 
another place to reject the measure on 
the ground that it had not been ade- 
quately discussed. They could not rely on 
another place on this occasion, but they 
would ask the judgment of the people 
upon the Parliamentary title which the 
Prime Minister was giving the brewers 
toa great public property estimated at 
£300,000,000 sterling. He wassatisfied that 
the right hon. Gentleman was doing a bad 
day’s business for the brewers by this pro- 
cedure, because he was giving the country, 
and a future Government, a reason 
for upsetting that Parliamentary title. 
The Prime Minister was going beyond 
all precedents; he was limiting dis- 
cussion, taking away the liberties of Mem- 
bers, and transferring public property ; 
and the effect of his action would be to 
destroy the value which had hitherto 
attached to a Parliamentary title. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES expressed 
his regret that the debate had started 
and was being continued on the lines 
of Party recrimination. The Prime 
Minister had spoken of the proceedings 
of the House becoming “‘ wearisome and 
nauseous.” Personally, when he heard 
these accusations bandied about from 
one side to the other he felt not weariness, 
but attenuation, and not nausea, but the 
next disagreeable stage which sometimes 
followed upon it. He began to doubt 
whether, in any discussion whatever, it 
would be possible to keep Ministers to the 
merits of the question at issue; certainly 
these Party recriminations were not rele- 
vant, and they did not add to the useful- 
ness of the debates. He was sorry to 
hear the Prime Minister predict another 
dose of new rules. He would have 
thought the right hon. Gentleman’s ex- 
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perience in that direction would have de- 
terred him from making another at- 
tempt. It was because the new rules 
had failed in their purpose that the 
present Resolution had been brought 


(Procedure). 


forward. The proposal before the 
House was no ordinary ‘closure by 
compartments.’ No dates whatever 


were fixed; the days were to be chosen 
by the right hon. Gentleman himself, and 
might be sandwiched in wherever the 
Prime Minister pleased. There was no 
security that the allotted days would not 
go beyond even the sacrel 12th August, 
which the right hon. Gentleman appeared 
to worship in his most secret devotions 
The Amendment proposed to treble the 
number of days on which Members were 
to be placed absolutely at the command 
of the Government: therefore he would 
prefer six to eighteen. If the word “six” 
were agreed to, it would be useless to 
urge any subsequent extension of time for 
a particular stage of the Bill, as whatever 
was added to one portion would have to 
be taken from another. But it was evi- 
dent that the Prime Minister had finally 
determined that the number of days 
should be six and no more. Friday was 
not likely to be one oi the allotted days, 
as the right hon. Gentleman’s supporters 
were usually in the country on that day 
golfing or motoring. Monday also was 
likely to be exempt, as hon. Members 
were not generally in attendance with 
sufficient strength to save the Government 
without the assistance of the Peckham 
janissaries. The determination to adhere 
to the proposed number of days, and to 
the system of scattering thos> days at 
will over the remainder of the session, 
was an absolute avowal that there was 
no urgency for the passing of the Bill. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) shared the impatience of 
the hon. Member for Lynn Regis with 
regard to the us> of the tu quoque 
argument, especially on the part of 
the Prime Minister. The tu quoque 
argument, to be effective at all, should 
compare like with like, but there 
was no comparison whatever between 
the Home Rule Bill, to which the right 
hon. Gentleman had referred, and the 
measure now concerned. In the former 
case the Opposition had made it perfectly 
clear that they would not seriously 
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debate the measure before the House ; 
in the present case nothing of the sort 
had happened. The speech of the hon. 
Member the present Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board alone was a justification for strong 
measures in connection with the Home 
Rule Bill. The Prime Minister persist- 
ently ignored the fact that so far as the 
Committee stage in the Licensing Bill had 
gone, the division of speeches was nearly 
equal between the two sides of the 
House, and that certainly was not the 
case with the Home Rule Bill. He had 
little hope of influencing the Prime 
Minister, as the Bill was not really in 
his mind. It was not the convenience of 
the House, but the convenience of his 
own side of the House, that the right hon. 
Gentleman was considering. The Bill 
had to be forced through while he could 
count on their support. It was that 
fact that created the great gulf between 
the Opposition and the Prime Minister. 
The right hon. Gentleman had not gauzed 
what the opposition to the Bill really 
was. The measure filled the minds of 
many Members with despair. Its scope 
was not merely large; it was eternal; 
and for the consideration of such a 
measure a fixed limit of six days was to 
be allotted. If there was to be any 
discussion at all, six days was an 
absurdly inadequate period. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Somersetshire had made an appeal as a 
moderate man. Now, if ever, was the 
opportunity for moderate men to assert 
themselves. The country was beginning 
to feel that appeals from ‘‘moderate men” 
had fallen rather flat. The “ moderate 
men” were coming to be looked upon as 
those who contented themselves with 
expressing their opinion but never en- 
forcing it. One man might play a useful 
part, as the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Somersetshire had often 
done, but moderate men were of no use 
unless they acted in bulk. Never had 
moderate men been at such a discount in 
public life as at present. Let them show 
the House what they could do in the way 
of securing time for the adequate discus- 
sion of this Bill. It was true that the 
Prime Minister would not gain the 
gratitude of the Opposition by ex- 
tending the period by two or three days, 
but that was because he had shown 
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no disposition it accept reasonable 
Amendments to the Bill. \Further dig. 
cussion was useless unless it, was to be 
accompanied by a reavonable spirit in the 
conduct of the Bill. Vie rigid ard ruth. 
less attitude taken up by the Prime 
Minister made any gratitude on the part 
of the Opposition impossible. If the 


Government used their ma crity to pags 
this Bill as it stood in order te secure 
immunity from discussion, he agree’ that 


under those circumstances the Opposition 
would not consider themselves bound by 
this Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his right 
hon. friend the Member for East Somerset- 
shire addressed an appeal to him not to 
make Friday one of the allotted days. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: Not to 
make Friday the second allotted day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said there were 
certain Amendments on the Paper raising 
this question in which the right hon. 
Gentleman took a great interest. If it 
would meet the general views of the 
House, he would undertake that Friday 
should not be one of the allotted days. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said this 
was the most important Amendment they 
had got to discuss. With regard to the 
precedent of the Home Rule Bill, which 
had been quoted by the Prime Minister, he 
wished to point out that that was the 
twenty-sixth Home Rule Bill passed 
by the House of Commons. There were 
twenty-five other Home Rule Bills before 
that, and none of them were closured. The 
effect of the last closure moved by the 
Prime Minister in regard to the Educa- 
tion Bill ought not to be overlooked. It 
had caused so much commotion in the 
country that they might almost say that 
they had been plunged into a small revo- 
lution. In consequence of the discussion 
having been cut short on the Education 
Bill 22,000 summonses had been issued 
under that Act, 1000 seizures of goods 
had been made, and twenty or thirty 
people had been sent to prison. 
He invited the Prime Minister to 
look at the important results which 
had been achieved by the discussion 
which had already taken place upon the 
first three lines of the Bill. During that 
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discussion the character of the public-| one; it did not secure that the time 
house as a place of refreshment had been | allotted for discussion should be devoted 
entirely altered, and there had also been| to the more important Amendments, 
an Amendment put down by the Govern-| and the whole of the time might be 
ment dealing with the distribution of| wasted upon Amendments of less im- 
compensation. Every argument brought | portance. That was the usual result of 
forward by the Opposition on these | the operation of the closure. On the 
questions was rejected at first, and after | first allotted day of the Report stage, 
the debate when the country and the| the new clauses, and then Clauses 1, 
Government came to consider the ques- | 2, and 3, were to be taken, and under 
tion they found a long Amendment down | those circumstances what chance was 
on the Paper which entirely altered the | there of Amendments relating to com- 
position. That result showed that large | pensation being discussed? If those 
issues might arise when they came to a| Amendments were not discussed, the 
close discussion of the Bill. They were | Bill would part with a valuable property 
being asked to dispose of the whole | belonging to the people of this country, 
Committee stage in four days, and he| and would vest that property in the 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to | trade —[Mrvistertat cries of “ No, no! ”] 
allow more time for the discussion of the | —and they would do that without the 
details. He was aware that the right | representatives of the people having had 
hon. Gentleman had to do his duty by | the opportunity of discussing or consider- 
the Party which supported him, but he | ing this question. That was what would 
had almost admitted that he was forcing | happen, and it would be a_ perfect 
matters too much and that the time was/ scandal. What the value of the pro- 
too short. Finally the right hon. Gentle- | perty was which was going to be dis- 
man stated that his reason for not mak- | posed of in this way nobody was able to 
ing any concession was that the Opposi-| say. Some eminent gentlemen estimated 
tion would not be grateful. Why should | its value at £3,000,0J0, but, at any rate, 
they be grateful because they were con- | the rise in the value of brewery shares, 
stantly being ground down by the| in consequence of the expectation that 
Government. If the Prime Minister | this Bill would pass, amounted to more 
felt that the time he was allowing was too | than £1,000,000. Therefore, they might 
short and the speeches would be too long| take it that the property at stake 
he owed it to the position he occupied to | amounted to several millions, which was 
widen that time. | to be divided between the trade and the 
| people, and the latter had a right to 

Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni-| expect that their representatives would 
versity) pointed out that if the six | be heard upon it. He asked the Prime 
allotted davs were adhered to there| Minister to so modify the terms of this 
would be one matter which would not| Resolution as to secure that part of the 
be discussed at all and that was the | llotted time should be devoted to the 
discussion of this most important 
question, which he did not think the 
Government, or those who repre- 
sented the interests of the brewers in 
this House, would deny was a matter 
of extreme importance. He had always 


As matters stood now this important supported the idea of doing perfect 
question would never be discussed at all. | Justice to those engaged in the 
There were numerous Amendments down | trade, but surely the question of how 
and nobody appeared to know what the much was to be given was one which 
Government proposal really meant. He ought to be discussed and upon which 


was quite sure that few lawyers would be the representatives of the people ought 
. to have the opportunity of expressing 








amount of compensation. That was 
avery vital question in the Bill, because 
it was giving away what was the property 
of the people themselves. Therefore, 
this was a question which ought not 
to be settled without adequate discussion. 


chance of being reached. This methodof| Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 





] closure by compartments was a clumsy | said that the discussion which had already 
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taken place must have convinced every- 
body that the case against the Govern- 
ment was overwhelming. He did not 
think that the Prime Minister for a 
moment would suggest that the Bill 
could be adequately discussed in the 
time placed at their disposal under this 
Resolution. The issue they had to 
discuss now was whether there was any 
necessity to limit the discussion to six 
days. The speeches from both sides of 
the House must have convinced the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Bill could 
not be adequately discussed in the time 
at their disposal. He was not going to 
take part in the argument about pre- 
cedents, except to say that the Prime 
Minister had used strong language on 
that subject. In 1894, speaking upon a 
similar Resolution, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said— 

“Indulge in this petty and sordid trafficking 
for votes if you like, but do not ask us to help 
you to make the honour and the dignity and 


the traditions of this House counters in the 
for political 


sorry game you are playing 
support.” 

Was this Bill not a petty sordid traf- 
ficking for votes! Why should the 
tight hon. Gentleman expect them to 
assist him in arriving at a satisfactory 
agreement with brewers for whom this 
Bill was intended? There was no neces- 
sity resting upon the Prime Minister to 
compress the discussion into six days. 
His complaint against the Prime Minister 
was twofold—first of all that he did not 
begin the Billearly enough, and, secondly, 
that he would not go on late enough. 
The discussion was to be bounded on one 
side by Ascot, and on the other side by 
grouse shooting. That was the necessity 
which compelled him to limit the discus- 
sion to six days. There was really no 
necessity that the House should rise on 
the 12th of August. He noticed that in 
1894 the present Prime Minister spoke 
of there being something more important 
than personal ease and convenience. He 
had not heard the right hon. Gentleman 
speak of anything so important as the 
ease and convenience of his own followers. 
He submitted that if the Prime Minister 
was in earnest in wanting a serious dis- 
cussion of this measure the only way he 
could have it was to let the House sit a 
week or so beyond the usual allotted 
time. If he could get his own followers 
to do that he need not trouble about the 
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Opposition side of the House in the event 
of his granting that concession. The 
right hon. Gentleman might depend upon 
their being at their posts. 


Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said many hon. Members thought six 
days too short a time for the discussion 
of this measure, and he would ask the 
Prime Minister to consider the appeal 
made to him by the hon. Member for 
East Somerset and to see whether he 
could not give one or two more days. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS said 
he was afraid they must give 
up hope of getting any concession 
from the Prime Minister. The right 
hon. Gentleman had founded himself 
on what he was pleased to call prece- 
dent, and he had done so wisely because 
there was nothing in which he was 
happier than in defending the attitude 
he had taken up. Possibly he believed 
it made it right if he showed how it was 
parallel to actions which at other times 
he had condemned in the strongest terms. 
The Prime Minister said at an earlier 
stage of the discussion that they should 
take each case entirely on its merits. 
They had not got clearly from the Prime 
Minister what his opinion was of the 
merits of this case. The right hon. 
Gentleman had never argued through- 
out his speeches that this Bill could 
be adequately discussed in the time 
he had allotted for its discussion. 
They must make clear the ground 
on which they opposed his action. 
It was impossible for them to 
discuss the Bill in the time allowed to 
them. He would name a few of the sub- 
jects which still remained to be discussed. 
They were still discussing the delimita- 
tion of the spheres of the two licensing 
authorities. They had to consider 4 
matter which in the Licensing Act for 
Scotland last year the Government did 
not think unworthy of attention—the 
introduction of a representative element 
into the licensing authority. They had 
to consider a matter which in the minds 
of temperance reformers had always been 
connected with any question of compensa- 
tion—that was the statutory reduction of 
licences and the establishment of a maxi- 
mum ratio of licences to population. 
Reference had already been made to the 
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discussion of compensation. 
knew precisely what the proposal of the 
Bill was. They would certainly not have 
time to approach, in the days allowed by 
the Prime Minister, the questions that 
had to be dealt with under compensation, 
for the compensation method which this 
Bill adopted could not, as had already 
been made quite apparent in the dis- 
cussion, be isolated, and taken by itself, 
and separated from the larger questions 
in relation to licences. The moment the 
question of compensation was introduced 
they came at once into contact with large 
social questions raised by our licensing 
system. The Bill raised questions which 
could not be settled within the narrow 
limits set down in the Resolution. An- 
other set of questions on which there had 
been practically no discussion were those 
raised by Clause 4 as to the treatment 
and disposition of new licences. Under 
the Resolution these questions were to be 
dealt with in a single day. It was im- 
possible to maintain that that was ade- 
quate time for their discussion. Then 
there were questions as to whether there 
should be a system of high licence, or 
whether a system of disinterested public 
management was to be adopted— ues- 
tions which ought to be dealt with in a 
Bill which was to revolutionise and set 
up side by side with the old licences 
a different tenure for new licences. 
These were questions which the Govern- 
ment proposed they should deal with in 
perkaps four-and-a-half hours. It was 
impossible to legislate properly on these 
matters in the time allowed for 
discussion by the Resolution. On these 
grounds they felt bound to press for very 
j diferent limits from those which were 
suggested. 

On the Opposition side of the 
| House they could not hope for con- 
\cessions from the Prime Minister, but 
‘supporters of the Government should 
endeavour to obtain from him some con- 
") cessions, for they had said in plain terms 
~) that they did not believe the time allowed 
}t0 be adequate. Their methods were not 
sufficiently active to be successful with 
the Prime Minister. On the Opposition 
side of the House they had often regarded 
the supporters of the Government as 
good men struggling with adversity, but 
‘| the complaint they felt bound to make 
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they were not even struggling. They 
had object lessons before their eyes as 
to how the Prime Minister could be 
moved. They knew how different was 
the treatment accorded to hon. Members 
from Ireland and Scotland in matters 
relating to the management of the 
business of the House. He would take 
another instance. Let them compare 
the treatment accorded to tariff re- 
formers with that given to free-traders. 
Let them remember the great precedent 
of what perhaps he might be allowed to 
call the ‘‘ Wharton Amendment,” when 
112 staunch men sent a stern message to 
the Prime Minister and got their way. 
He did not know whether there were 
112 temperance reformers on the other 
side, but a much smaller number would 
serve. He was quite sure that if they 
would let their minds be clearly known 
and make it appear that they had wills 
they would also get a little of their own 
way. He was afraid that they still 
harboured the delusion that the Prime 
Minister was amenable to kindness. 
Many of the lower animals were ruled 
by kindness, but the teaching of history 


_ was that very few Prime Ministers indeed, 


and certainly not the present Prime 
Minister, responded to such treatment. 
He urged his hon. friends opposite not 
to be satisfied with the two hours they 
had already obtained so far, but to push 
for very much more in the direction of 
what was required. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said he did not rise for the purpose of 
making any appeal to the Prime Minister. 
This debate had been left to moderate 
men, and he should be very anxious to 
see the result of it. He rose for the 
purpose of calling attention from the 
historical aspect to the futility of all 
these proceedings. Let them take the 
precedent of the Evicted Tenants Bill. 
The precedent of the Evicted Tenants 
Bill had been quoted. The Prime 
Minister resisted the closure of that Bill 
in 1895. It would be interesting for hon. 
Gentlemen who expended a great deal of 
eloquence against the closuring of that 
Bill to remember that this Government 
had as the result of that closuring settled 
the evicted tenants question nine years 
afterwards on far more liberal terms than 
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had been proposed by the right hon. 
Member for Montrose. Take the Parnell 
Commission. That was closured by the 
right hon. Gentlemen on his own side of 
the House. It was discussed at great 
length—far longer than this Bill had 
been discussed—and those extreme pro- 
posals discussed at inordinate length he 
admitted did not serve any good purpose 
whatever. They settled nothing. They 
left everything unsettled and Mr. Parnell 
emerged from that scene absolutely 
triumphant. Take the Home Rule Bill. 
It was discussed for eighty-two days. 
This Bill had been discussed thirty-four 
hours. It was closured and the present 
Ministerialist Party resisted the closure. 
Could hon. Gentlemen devise a better 
means of bringing about Home Rule than 
by making that House into a machine. 
That was all they got by passing those 
closuring Resolutions. Take the Education 
Bill, discussed for thirty-eight days and 
closured at the end of that time. Did 
hon. Members on the Government side 
believe that the education question was 
settled by that closure? Did not every- 
body know that the education question 
would rise at the next general election 
and Members would have to answer for 
what they did? Not one of those violent 
measures produced the result that people 
thought they produced, and they might 
depend upon it that in this case it would 
be the same thing. 


What was the plain statement made 
by right hon. Gentlemen sitting on 
the Front Opposition Bench? It was 
said that afternoon by one of the 
ablest and most far-seeing men who sat 
on the Bench that this Bill in itself was 
bad enough, but disposed of as it had 
been and was proposed to be disposed of 


further by this Resolution, they owed it | 


no allegiance whatever. Why should 
hon. Members on the Government Benches 
proceed to those methods of throttling de- 
bate without sufficient discussion? Why 
should they resort to those methods when 
the whole history of those things told them 
that they were absolutely futile and that 
the people of England could not be con- 
trolled as the Government controlled 
their obedient majority. For his part 
he had no reason to make any appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman, and he rejoiced 
to think that none of those who were 
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called extreme temperance men had risen 
that afternoon tomakeany. He thought 
the time allotted to the Bill inadequate. 
He did not believe any Member of the 
House would contend that six days wag 
adequate for the discussion in Committee. 
And what followed? Hon. Gentleman 
were taking upon themselves now, 
with the funeral knell tolling at 
every by-election, the responsibility of 
closuring a Bill without adequate dis- 
cussion, and they imagined that the 
people of England were not looking on. 
What better evidence could the people 
of England give than they were giving 
that the Government had outstayed 
their welcome and that the Government 
had no moral right to do what they 
were doing? When the people spoke out 
like that, not once or twice, but for 
twelve long months, whenever they got 
a chance, the best thing the Government 
could do was to closure themselves and 
make way for other people. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow. College) said that this debate was the 
most dismal he had ever heard in the 
House. The Prime Minister had no con- 
cession to make and there was no expec- 
tation of any. In these circumstance, he 
would like to know whether, if the debate 
closed now, the Prime Minister would 
allow them this evening in addition to 
the six allotted days for the Committee 
stage. He was quite certain that the 
right hon. Gentleman had done everything 
for what he thought was the best, but it 
was quite impossible to vote for the 
Resolution for six days, which he believed 
was quite inadequate for a discussion 
of that importance. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
glad that the hon. Gentleman opposite 
had come to the conclusion that it was 
useless to make any further appeals to the 
Prime Minister on this point, for the 
simple reason that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not considering for a moment 
the time that ought to be allotted from 
the point of view of the merits of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman was 
allowing external considerations to in- 
fluence him. The Prime Minister was 
giving the House the number of days in 
which the whole clauses of the Bill were 
to be discussed ; but had the right hon- 
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Gentleman really discovered how much 
time he was giving to the discussion of 
each clause? He could hardly think so. 
Take the last day of all in Committee. 
What was proposed to be discussed was 
five clauses and two schedules—one of 
which was in the Bill, and one to be 
moved by the Home Secretary, which was 
down on the Amendment Paper. That 
was practically seven clauses, and how 
long did the House get to discuss them ? 
Six-and-a-half hours. Supposing they 
had only one division on each of these 
clauses—there would be at least one 
Amendment on each clause—that left five 
hours for discussion, after one-and-a-half 
hours had been spent in divisions. Five 
hours for seven clauses was under fifty 
minutes’ for each clause. The right hon. 
Gentleman worked himself up into a pitch 
of righteous indignation because the late 
Government only allowed a day for each 
clause. Whatdid he think of himself for 
only allowing fifty minutes for each clause. 
There was no comparison. He thought 
they were entitled to ask the Prime 


Minister, did he mean, upon his 
authority as Leader of the House, 
to say that, in his judgment, fifty 


minutes per clause was adequate ? Clause 
3 was in the same position. The right 
hon. Gentleman allowed two or three 
hours for discussion of Clause 2, and two 
or three hours for discussion of Clause 3, 
and for each of the rest of the 
clauses fifty minutes. They were 
entitled to ask one simple question. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman mean 
sincerely to say that in his judg- 
ment fifty minutes was sufficient and 
adequate? Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman was exercising a wise 
discretion in refusing to give an answer. 
He took it by the silence of the Prime 
Minister that the right hon Gentleman 
admitted that there was no answer to be 
given; but he was entitled to an answer 
to the question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, no! I 
do not think the hon. Gentleman is 
entitled to an answer. It is not a question 
to be answered across the floor of the 
House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: They were not 
entitled to ask the one question which was 
relevant to the whole discussion! Surely 
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that was the whole point they were dis- 
cussing. Were these six days adequate 
or were they not? The Prime Minister 
said not merely must they not discuss the 
point, but that they had no right to ask 
the question whether the right hon. Gen- 
tleman thought the time was adequate or 
not. He thought that was treating the 
House of Commons with a measure of 
contempt that certainly no Leader of the 
House had ever treated it with before. 
The only thing he could say was that the 
mere fact that the House of Commons 
had stood this sort of thing for session 
after session, and year after year, showed 
that the Prime Minister had taken the 
right measure of the House he led, and it 
deserved the contempt with which its 
Leader treated it. 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said he thought that the House of Com- 
mons had a right to say that if the ques- 
tion of the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Burghs was the only revelant question, it 
ought to have been asked earlier in the 
afternoon. He was incomplete agreement 
with the Prime Minister in the action he 
had taken. He thought he had a right 
to tell hon. Gentlemen opposite how 
much they were responsible for the 
impasse in which they found themselves 
at the present time. The hon. Gentleman 
made a great deal of the fact that Clauses 
2 and 3 would have to be discussed 
on Friday afternoon; but supposing the 


present Motion had _ been finished 
last night, as® had been expected, 
then Clauses 2 and 3, could have 


been discussed to-morrow. Another way 
in which hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
responsible was by not taking trivial 
Amendments off the Order Paper, and 
then proceeding to the discussion of the 
more important Amendments. He agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the Berwick Division, who said 
that all this recrimination was unneces- 
sary. Experience showed that if a Party 
were determined to kill a Bill, they would 
succeed, even if thirty days were allowed 
for the Committee stage. He congratu- 
lated his right hon. friend on his Motion ; 
and he hoped he would not accept any 
Amendments to it. It was perfectly ob- 
vious that whether the Opposition had 
three days, or thirty days, or three months 
their only desire was to bury the Bill. 
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They had no desire to better it. They had 
proclaimed that in the parks; their 
newspapers were full of their undying 
hostility to the measure; and yet 
they now asked the Prime Minister 
for three or four days more, with 
which, forsooth, they would be satisfied. 
It seemed to him that it was all the 
utmost cant. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wanted to kill the Bill; its) promoters 
wanted to pass it into law. He most 
earnestly hoped that, that being the 
position, his right hon. friend would stick 
to his guns. The speeches on the other 
side had been very businesslike; but the 
business was to kill the Bill. The only 
Amendment he should like to see accepted 
was the Amendment suggested by the 
junior Member for Oldham, to strike out 
six days and substitute one day. 
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Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said _ that 
the hon. Gentleman who; had just 
spoken had mistaken the position of 
hon. Gentlemen on that side. They 
did not ask for three or four more 
days; they demanded proper time for 
the discussion of the Bill. The Prime 
Minister would get no gratitude for doing 
what they considered to be his duty as 
Leader of the House. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman had taken away all their privileges 
and he expected gratitude because he 
might offer a few more days. The right 
hon. Gentleman would not get it. The 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
refrained from discussing the only test 
as to whether he was doing his 
duty ; and that was whether the days 
allotted were enough. The Prime Minister 
refrained from saying anything on that 
point. In these allotted days, six new 
clauses put down by the Government, 
and twenty other new clauses, eleven of 
which were put down by supporters of 
the Government, would have to be dis- 
cussed. The hon. Gentleman did not 
appear to know that. He had not even 
attended the debate, because he himself 
had stated the fact previously. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University was the only Mem- 
ber on the other side who had taken a 
right attitude on this question. But he 
did not put the case against the Govern- 
ment as strongly as it could have been 
put. The right hon. Gentleman said that 
the Amendments to Clause 2 could not 


Mr. Malcolm. 


{COMMONS} 





708: 


(Procedure). 


be completed ; but Clause 3 was also to. 
be taken on the same day; and, there- 
fore, Clause 3 could not be discussed at 
all, although it contained the financial 
clauses. They were getting tired of the 
moderate speeches which were being de- 
livered on the other side. There should 
be a little mutiny. It was no use asking 
for days. Why not sit to the end of 
August, or else resume in September or 
Octoter. Personally, he derived very 
little comfort from what had been said 
by his right hon. friend the Member for 
the Berwick Division. If they allowed the 
Government of the day with its sheep-like, 
servile majority, to act in this way, the 
next Liberal. Government would have 
nothing to do but to repeal statutes. 
That was a very serious situation. It 
would not suffice to have to undo the 
wroncs of the present Government. 
Another matter was that the Liberal 
Party did not know whether it would or 
would not be supported by the Irish 
Members. If the Liberals tried to repeal 
this Bill, they would not be supported by 
the Irish Members. Considerations such 
as that ought to be taken into account 
when they were discussing the period of 
time to be allowed. Every hon. Member 
who had the right spirit should demand 
from the Prime Minister an adequate ex- 
tension of time. 


Str J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, N.E.) 
said he thought that opinion outside the 
House would be that instead of discussing 
the number of days to be allotted, they 
had better get on with the business and 
not have speeches delivered over and over 
again. Thirty years ago, having returned 
from foreign service, he was told by a 
leading Member -of the Party opposite 
that they would have to do away with 
the twelve o’clock rule if they wanted 
to get business through. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question before the House is whether the 
number of days should be six or eighteen. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON said he would 
only say in conclusion that if they were 
to get to business, in his opinion six 
days were quite sufficient to discuss this 
Bill. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said he had no hesitation in saying that 
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six days were ample for the discussion of 
this Bill. Hon. Members opposite did 
not think so, but he thought he could 
suggest a means whereby six days would 
be found adequate and that was by all 
lawyers keeping quiet during the debate 
on the Bill, leaving the discussion to 
business men. Business men would then 
acknowledge that six days were long 
enough. One of the Members of the 
Opposition twitted some of the supporters 
of the Government with having gone to 
Ascot. But all of them did not deserve 
that taunt. He did not go to Ascot. [Loud 
ironical cheers.] The fact that he did 
not'go to Ascot deserved no cheering. 
Instead of going to Ascot he remained in 


the House and attended to his duties. | 


What was more, he entered the House 
yesterday morning at 11.30 and did not 
leave it until 12.30 that morning. Thir- 
teen hours he remained in the House 
listening to speeches, and at the end of it 
no business had been done. The House 
was suffering from a plethora of speeches. 
{Ironical cheers.] It might be that that 
ironical cheer arose because it was thought 
he intervened often in debate, but he had 


never said a word in regard to the Licen- | 


sing Bill. He spoke very rarely in the 
House and whenever he did he never 
exceeded fifteen minutes. He ventured 
to say, as a business man, that if the 
business of the House were conducted on 
business lines, and the speeches restricted 
to fifteen or twenty minutes, six days 
would be ample to deal with the Bill 
in Committee and on Report. 


SirnCHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) protested against the 
hon. Member’s doctrine that no lawyers 
should take part in thisdebate. The only 
Government speeches that were of value in 


this Bill, when they were allowed to discuss | 


it, were those of the hon. and learnedSolici- 


tor-General, who all, friend and foe alike, | 


would admit had conducted this Bill so far 
as it had been left in his charge with great 


mastery of detail and great courtesy. | 


The hon. Member for Stowmarket and 


other hon. Members who had spoken 
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this Bill an impossibility, as was seen 
if they took the example of Clauses 2 and 
3 which were grouped together all through 
the Bill. Those were the clauses dealin z 
with that important- question compensa- 
tion. The end of Clause 2 dealt with the 
question of who was to get compensation, 
and the bezinning of Clause dealt with 
the question of who was to pay it, and 
the Resolution of the right hon. Gentleman 
made it impossible to discuss these vital 
questions, and one reason why an ex- 
tension of time was asked for was to 
enable Clause 3 to have a day to itself. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) contended it would be 
absolutely impossible to discuss the Bill 
within the time suggested by the Prime 
Minister. They had the same experience 
two years ago on the Education Bill, the 
result being that that Act was unworkable 
and required amendment. He ventured 
to say there never was a greater exhibition 
of the impotence of Parliament to do its 
work than what was then going on. He 
‘had described to his children that the 
House of Commons was enzazed in talking 
about what they should talk about. Itonly 
showed the absolute necessity, if Parlia- 
ment was to regain control of its busines;, 
of having some means of ascertaining the 
‘general sense of the House. If there was 
necessity for closure by compartments 
there could be smaller compartments 
than those proposed by the Prime Minis- 
ter. It was said that many Members ‘of 
the Opposition were opposed to the main 
provisions of this Bill. but that was no 
legitimate reason why the Opposition 
should be closured. If that were legiti- 
mate it would be a reason for closuring 
all contentious Bills. If they wee 
to pass good practical legislation 
they would have to find out the 
general feeling of the House, and, to do 
that Bills must be properly discussed. 
To have no better means of carrying on 
its business than the system of closuring 
proposed by the Government reflected 
upon the intelligence of the House of 
Commons. 


seemed to think that the whole object of | 


the scheme of the right hon. Gentleman 
was to obtain a reasonable discussion on 
the Bill. The scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman on the contrary made a reasons 
able discussion of the v.tal portions of 


* Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
_ while admitting that it was the hope of the 
| Opposition that this Bill might yet be 
defeated, absolutely deaied that they were 
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averse to any amendment of the mea- , surface. 
sure. There were innumerable provisions | 
which required the closest investiga- 
tion, such for instance as the manner in 
which the compensation should be 
decided, and the procedure to be adop- | 
ted when the whole of the licences 
were in the hands of one owner ; and 
Amendments were necessary to make the 
Bill less objectionable. The absolute 
refusal of the Prime Minister to . 
extend the allotted time justified the dean aa 
suspicion that there were causes for this) The 
Resolution which did not appear on the Noes, 202. 
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The truth was that the Govern- 
ment were afraid of a full discussion of 
the Bill; they shrank from a thorough in- 
vestigation of details, and the Opposition 
would fail in their duty if they did not 
make every possible protest against the 
manner in which the Bill had been 
brought forward, and the means by which 
it was being forced through against the 
manifest will of the country. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 191.) 


260; 
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Grant, Corrie 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. ( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale) 
Harcourt, RtHnSir W(Monm’th 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Hobhouse,RtHn H(Somers’t,E 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M'Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfie,d, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


Main Question again proposed. | 
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O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David Ja:nes 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| “ ” 
| how put. 


Mr. Ba.rour rose in his place, and | 


claimed to move, “‘ That the Question be 


now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen,Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey, Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 





The 
Noes, 201. 


AYES. 


Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


House 
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| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J.A.(G?'morgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John . 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, §.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
| Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 
| Yoxall, James Henry 





| 





| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


Question put. “ That the Question be 


divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 192.) 


265 ; 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt.Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Cross, HerbertShepherd(Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar,Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingftield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mance’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Huason, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Cla erhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
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Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Tver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh,W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Jan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas, 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mornt, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robinson, Brooke 


NOES. 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
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Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux — 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,H. C. (Nort’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. } 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas,(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. } 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn 
Brigg, John 
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Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardizan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Fran. H. (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. 8. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn.SirW(Monm’h 
Harwood, George 








Hayden, John Patrick 


Question put accordingly. 


As the House was being cleared for | 4.) you to suspend me from the service 


of the House. 


the division, 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 


| Langley, Batty 


Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 

M’Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mic 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow,W. ) 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 


| disobedient 





(Procedure). 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw.(Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Slack, John Bamford 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,JA (Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson,Fred.W. (Norfolk,Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York. W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJT. (Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 





to the rules of the House. 


| I feel that the best thing I can do is to 


| 
| 
| 
| 


If I am to be closured in 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) seated, said ; | this manner without an opportunity of 


| aes 
I do not want to seem unruly, Sir, or | speaking, I think it would be better if it 
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were done forthwith. I shall be rejoiced 
to be relieved of the responsibility of 
marching through the Lobby and doing 
nothing at all. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
asking me to do what I have no power 
todo. I cannot suspend him. It is for 
the House to suspend him if he does 
what I hope he will not do, and that is to 
show disrespect to the rules of the House. 
The hon. Member has made his protest 
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Mr. CROOKS: I agree, Mr. Speaker, 
that is the proper way. But what can 
one do when we are closured down? I 
want to be respectful to you and to the 
House, but this is the only way in which 
one has a chance of bringing before the 
public the iniquitous act of the Govern- 
ment over this Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. 
Member will see that what he is doing is 
really not in the nature of a protest; it 





openly, and no doubt notice will be taken 
and if he goes through the 
Lobby he will make his protest in a 


of the fact ; 


legitimate and proper way. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charies 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A. 1G lasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Worc.) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S'thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 





House. 
207. 


AYES. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. | 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar,Sir T.R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
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is merely acting 


The House divided; Ayes, 
(Division List No. 193.) 
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Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
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Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
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Lloyd-George, David Power, Patrick Joseph 
Lough, Thomas Price, Robert John 
Lundon: W. Priestley, Arthur 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Rea, Russell 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Reckitt, 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah Reddy, M. 

M‘Crae, George Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
M‘Fadden, Edward Reia, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
MHugh, Patrick A. Rickett, 

MKean, John Rigg, Richard 

MKenna, Reginald Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
MLaren, Sir CharlesBenjamin | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Middie more, John Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 


Roche, John 


Lose, 
Runciman, 


Harold James 


| Robson, William Snowdon 


Charles Day 
Walter 





Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

| Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


J. Compton | Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 


| White, George ees 
| White, Luke — E.R.) 
| Whiteley, Ge yr York, W.R.) 
W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Williams, Osmona (Merioneth) 
| Wilson,Charles Henry(Hull,W. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. ) 
| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
W a Sir J. T. (Hudd’s’d 
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(Stafford) | TELLERS FoR THE NoEs— 


Moonev, John J. Russell, T. W. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Samuel, HerbertL. (Cleveland) | 
Moss, Samuel Schwann, Charles E. 

Moulton, John Fletcher Shackleton David James 
Murphy, John Shaw, Charles Edw. 

Newnes, Sir George Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


Sheehan, 


Nolan,Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Sheehy, 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


Davin 


Ordered, That the proceedings in Com- 


mittee and on Report of the Licensing | 


Bill shall be brought to a conclusion in 
the 
allotted days. 


(a) The proceedings in Committee 


on Clause | on the first allotted day. 


(b) The proceedings in Committee | 
and 3 on the second | 


2 


on Clauses 
allotted day. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee | 


on Clause 4 on the third allotted day. 


(d) The proceedings in Committee | 
on the remaining clauses of the Bill, 
and on any new Government clauses, 
and on schedules and any new 
Government schedules, and any other 
proceedings necessary to bring the 
Committee stage to a conclusion on 
the fourth allotted day. 


(e) The proceedings on Report on 
any new clauses and on Amendments 


Daniel Daniel 


manner hereinafter mentioned on six | 


Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 


| 


‘Shipman, Dr. John G. 


to Clauses 1, 2, and 3, of that Bill, 
be brought to a conclusion on the 
fifth allotted day: and 

(f) The proceedings on Report be 
concluded on the sixth allotted day. 


After this Order comes into operation, 


| any day shall be considered an allotted 


day for the purposes of this Order on 
which the Licensing Bill is put down as 


| the first Order of the Day. 


At 11 p.m. on the said allotted days, 


or if the day is a Friday at 4.30 p.m., the 


| Chairman or Speaker shall put forthwith 
| the Question or Questions on any Amend- 


| ment or Motion already proposed from the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








Chair, and shall next proceed successively 
to put forthwith the Question on any 
Amendments moved by the Government 
of which notice has been given (but no 
other Amendments) and on every Ques- 
tion necessary to dispose cf the allotted 
business to be concluded on the allotted 
day. 
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In the case of Government Amend- 
ments, or of Government new clauses or 
schedules, he shall put only the Question 
that jthe Amendment be made, or that 
the clause or schedule be added to the 
the Bill, as the case may be. 

At 12 midnight on the dayvon which 
the Third Reading of the Bill is put 
down as first Order, or if that day isa 
Friday, at 5.30 p.m., the Speaker shall 
put forthwith any Question necessary to 
conclude the proceedings on that stage 
of the Bill. 


Proceedings to which this Order relates 
shall not be interrupted (except at an 
Afternoon Sitting at 7.30. p.m.) under 
the provisions of any Standing Order 
relating to Sittings of the House. 

After the passing of this Order, on any 
day on which any proceedings on the 
Licensing Bill stand as the first Order of 
the Day, no dilatory Motion on the Bill, 
nor under Standing Order No. 10, nor 
Motion to postpone a clause, shall be 
received unless moved by the Minister in 
charge of the Bill, and the Question on 
any such Motion shall be put forthwith. 
Nor shall any opposed Private Business 
be set down at the Evening Sitting for 
consideration on any of the allotted days 
or on the day on which the Third Reading 
of the Bill is put down as first Order. 

If Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- 
sequent sitting of the Committee. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said the word he asked the Committee to 
insert after the word unsuitable would 
make it perfectly clear in the future that 
the magistrates could exercise their dis- 
cretion in the matter of the renewal of 
licences quite apart from the structure 
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itself. Under the unusual circumstances 
in which the Committee at present found 
itself by the closure Motion just adopted 
he gathered that it was not the wish of the 
Government that he should occupy the 
time of the Committee by giving his 
reasons for moving this Amendment and 
he therefore asked the Committee to 
accept it on the ground that its meaning 
was manifest, and its chject was good 
and it was of the very greatest practical 
importance. If the Government would 
not have discussion he would throw on 
them the responsibility of recording their 
votes to destroy the effective control of 
the justices if that was their desire. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 7, after the word ‘unauit- 
able,’ to insert the word ‘otherwise.”—(M,. 
Helme.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘otherwise’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.), 
who was continually interrupted by cries 
of “ Divide,” said the Committee was 
being treated with scant courtesy by his 
hon. friend who, speaking as a magistrate, 
had moved this Amendment without 
giving the House his reasons for so doing. 
He, as a lawyer, wanted to know what it 
was the hon. Member was asking the Com- 
mittee to do. He thought the Committee 
had already settled this principle. There 
had been three days discussion upon it, 
and he thought it was quite clear that, 
while they had no intention of giving un- 
suitable tenants and tenants of unsuitable 
premises a fresh lease of life, there was 
no intention to inflict on the present 
licence-holders a new disqualification. 
If this Amendment was carried it would 
be extremely difficult for the various 
benches of magistrates to know what 
the alteration in the law was if the words 
“otherwise unsuitable”. were put into 
the Bill. A bench of magistrates for any 
reason or lack. of reason, for personal 
pique because they did not like the man, 
would be able to dispossess him without 
compensation. How unfair that would 
be after what had been said with regard 
to the ante-1869 licences that, although 
the houses were in most cases unsuitable, 
the holders of those licences should have 
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compensation. If this Amendment were 
carried there was a chance of their 
losing their licences without compensa- 
tion. The question had _ been 
raised as to the house being unsuitable 
because it was next to a chapel, church 
orschool, but if that house was carrying on 
its business in accordanc2 with the exist 
ing law it could not be said it was unsuit- 
able because of its position in a neigh- 
bourhood which in all probability had 
grown up around it. Another thing they 
had to consider was that premises which 
might have been suitable fifty or sixty 
years ago might not in the altered cir- 
cumstances of to-day be regarded as suit- 
able, and it would be a monstrous thing 
if the old licences were taken away without 
any reason and without any compensa- 
tion. He appealed to the Government 
not to accept the Amendment. 


Sx ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs), i supporting the Amend- 
ment, said they were fighting this Bill, 
with a very strong feeling against it, 
under very exceptional conditions. All 
this Amendment meant was that the 
local justices were to keep in their own 
hands the discretion of renewals or non- 
renewals on the ground of structural 
deficiencies or of premises unsuitable 
otherwise, as the Bill stood the word 
“unsuitable”? was governed by the word 
“structural.” This should not be so, it 
ought to be unsuitability of any legal 
kind. Was it fair to attenuate the small 
space of time at their disposal either by 
the absence of Gentlemen who might be 
present or by speaking against time for the 
purpose of preventing other Amendments 
from being considered? He appealed to 
every right-minded man not to act in that 
way. »- Ei. 


Toe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarpd Carson, Dublin University) 
did not think there was any occasion 
for the outburst of his hon. and 
learned friend. There had been only 
one speech from the Unionist side of 
the House, and he did not suppose his 
hon. and learned friend would go so 
far as to say that not a word was to be 
ssid from that side of the House. He 
did not know how he was to treat this as 
a serious Amendment when the hon Mem- 
ber who introduced it said he did not 
think it necessary to give any reasons in | 
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He could not accept the 
Amendment because by so doing he 
would take away the whole foundation of 
the argument with which he successfully 
resisted the Amendment to leave out 
the word “unsuitable,” which the hon. 
and learned Member forShrewsbury moved 
on a previous occasion. To put in thisword 
‘‘otherwise”’ would be to leave it open 
to the magistrates, through no default 
whatever on the part of the licence-holder, 
to confiscate the licence and the com- 
pensation for which he had subscribed. 
Suppose that a church or school were 
built near an old-established licensed 
house, and the magistrates came to the 
conclusion that, owing to such proximity, 
that was no longer a suitable place for 
the licensed house, what default was 
there on the part of the licence-holder ? 
The truth was this Amendment, small as 
it might seem, would strike at the 
foundation of the Bill; for the whole 
principle upon which the Bill had been 
framed was that of allowing people to 
insure their premises if those premises 
were to be taken for the public benefit. 
It had been assumed that because a man 
got compensation, therefore he would be 
anxious to have his licence taken away. 
No such thing would follow at all. In 
many cases the compensation might not 
be anything like as much as was made 
out of the premises; and there was also 
an additional hold over a man who had 
a licence of this kind, for if he did not 
keep the premises in a condition of 
which the magistrates approved he might 
be put into one of the categories under 
the Bill which would deprive him of 
compensation altogether. Surely a man 
who knew that in order to get compensa- 
everything depended on the way in which 
he conducted the premises was far more 
likely to strive to carry out the wishes 
of the magistrates than a man who 
practically lost nothing when his 
premises were taken away. Under the 
circumstances they could not possibly 
accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) 
said he was glad to hear that the 
Government did not intend to accept 
this Amendment. At the same time he 
thought there was abundant justification 
for the Amendment being moved. There 
was an ambiguity in the language of the 
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Bill in respect to this matter which the | the House interpreted it another. The 
Government ought to clear up. This | same diversity of opinion existed on the 
Clause was framed to provide a very! other side. As it stood the question 
pretty law suit for the benefit, no doubt, | must be raised either on a case stated 
of a very deserving class. It would be | for the High Court or at quarter 
far better for the Solicitor-General to sessions. He held that the word 
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matter now. 
whether the word “structural”? governed 
the word “unsuitable” the Solicitor- 
General interpreted the clause one way 
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Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
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AYES. 


Henaerson, Arthur (Durham) 
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As to structurally ought to be inserted. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125; 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
moved an Amendment with the object of 
preserving the administrative discretion 
of the magistrates in order that they 
might continue to bring pressure to bear 
to prevent frequent changes of tenancy. 
The constant transfer of licences, par- 
ticularly in the case of tied houses, consti- 
tuted, he said, one of the scandals of the 
licensing system. It had been calcu- 
lated that no fewer than 20,000 trans- 
fers were effected per annum. In Hert- 
fordshire 423 houses changed hands 
more than three times during five years; 
in Huli there were nearly 400 transfers a 





year; in Lincoln the average tenancy of 
tied houses was two and a half years; in 
Leeds out of 379 tied houses there were 165 
transfers in one year, and in Birmingham 
out of 2,300 licences there were 800 trans- 
fers per annum. In a large number of 
these cases tenant after tenant was 
ruined owing to the exorbitant terms im- 
posed by the brewers, and it was desir- 
able that the magistrates should be able 
to bring pressure to prevent these con- 
stant changes from taking place. He 
submitted that in these cases the words 
* jll-conducted” did not cover the 
ground. 


2F2 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 7, after the word “ unsuit- 
able,” to insert the words ‘or have been 
subject to frequent changes of tenancy.’ ”— 
(Mr. J. H. Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKers- 
Dove.as (Kent, St. Augustine’s) pointed 
out that if changes of tenancy were 
due to ill- conduct the magistrates 
already had power to take away the 
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Bil, 


the changes were due to mortality, 
illness, or any other circumstances, then, 
if the licence was taken away, compensa- 
tion ought to follow. There might be 
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| evils connected with constant changes of 


tenancy, but, on the other hand, anything 
that tended to prevent a brewer from 
sending away a bad tenant ought not to 
be encouraged. The Government could 
not accept the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 123; 





licence without compensation. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) moved a drafting Amendment | 
to make it}perfectly clear that one ground | 


_ Henderson, Sir 
' Hermon-Hodge, 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
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Herbert Roberts. 


with regard to unfitness would be suffi- 


cient to enable the magistrates or local 
justices to exercise their full discretion. 


| Sharpe, William 
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E.) 


Spear, John Ward 


| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
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Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
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| Tuff, Charles 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E. (Notts) 
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| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the third word ‘ or 
to insert the words ‘on any ground or.’ 


(Ms. 
) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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*Mr.AKERS DOUGLAS said there was 
no necessity for the Amendment, because 
according to Section 1 of the Interpreta- 
tion Act, 1889, the singular included the 
plural, and the plural the singular. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS moved. 


an Amendment to the first sub-sec- 
tion giving power to the justices of 
the licensing district, in considering 
the question of the renewal of any 
licence, to take into account not only 
the character or fitness of the incoming 
tenant, or proposed holder of the licence, 
but the character or fitness of the out- 
going tenant. The discretion of the 
justices in such a case was, as_ the 
Bill stood, limited to the point 
whether or not the premises had 


been ‘‘ill-conducted.” He thought 
his point might best be put by 
stating an imaginary concrete case. 


Supposing the outgoing tenant was either 
a poacher himself in a country district 
or was known to have received poachers 
upon his licensed premises. It might be 
held in considering the renewal of the 
licence in such a case that the local 
justices had no right to consider the 
question of the fitness of the character 
of the outgoing licensee. As the section 
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| tionary power with regard to the conduct 
|and character of the outgoing tenants. 
|It was of the utmost importance that it 
‘should be made plain that the local 
'justices retained their full powers of 


discretion, and he begged to move his 


Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ character,” 
to insert the words ‘or conduct of the actual 
holder of the licence.’”"—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the hon. 
Member was dealing with the case of the 
outgoing tenant, but what they were 
more deeply interested in was the in- 
coming tenant, because, so far as the 
outgoing tenant was concerned, his case 
could be dealt with under the words 
in the Bill as to the ill- conduct 
of the premises. If this Amendment 
were accepted he was afraid it would put 
it into the power of a tenant wilfully to 
misbehave himself in order that those 
interested in the licensed premises should 
not be able to obtain compensation. 
The conduct of the outgoing tenant was 
so far as necessary dealt with by the 
earlier words of the clause, and they 
could not accept the Amendment. 


was drawn at present it was doubtful | 


whether the local justices could exercise 
a full discretion in reference to that case. 
With regard to the Amendment referring 
to reasonable refreshment, he acknow- 
ledged that the section withdrew a certain 
power of pressure under this Bill. It 
was in order to safeguard the full dis- 
cretion of the local justices that he 
moved this Amendment. ‘The hon. 
Member opposite had said that there 
was so much vagueness in this Bill that 
it was impossible to tell what it meant, 
and that state of things made it all the 
more necessary with regard to the renewal 
of licences that every care should be 
taken to make it perfectly clear that the 
justices had precisely the same powers 
of discretion as they had now. The 
Solicitor-General said there had been 


many fallacies as to the effect of this. 


clause upon the discretion of the local 
justices. 
body would contend that this section 


would give to the justices any discre- | 


He did not suppose that any- | 


~Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
the objection of the Home Secretary was 
an imaginary one, and was, to say the 
least of it, far-fetched. This Amendment 
dealt with the class of tenants engaged 
at very short notice to quit, and they 
would have very little opportunity of 
entering into a conspiracy to damage 
the property of the brewers by doing 
something to injure the house in order to 
prevent full compensation being given. 
His experience was, that if {they had s 
bad tenant with a bad record he was 
generally succeeded by a person with 6 
similar character, because the house got 
a bad name, and no man with money to 
lose could be found to become the tenant 
of a house with a reputation of this kind. 
His hon. friend’s Amendment dealt with 
a very important point, and one which 
was well worthy of the consideration of 
the Committee, and well worth inserting 
in the Bill. He remembered one case in 
which a tenant came before the, court 
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with a pile of recommendations, nearly ; 
all from clergymen in the Church of 
England, and they appalled the court, 
and they had to accept the applicant. 
The man had been recently accused | 
of horse-stealing, and he suspected | 
something of the kind when he saw 
such @ long list of recommendations 
from members of the Church of Eng- 
land. [MrntsTeRIAL cries of “Oh.”] 
He was saying this without prejudice. 
The ministers in his Church and Free 
Churches generally did not write char- 
acters for men going as tenants into 
public-houses. In this particular case 
the result was that for three or four suc- 


ceeding tenancies no one conducted that 
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man who attempted to carry on the 
business in a highly respectable manner 
became bankrupt, and was kicked out by 
the brewers after a very few days notice. 
He thought this Amendment was ore 
which would commend itself to all hon. 
Members who had had any lengthy experi- 
ence at brewster sessions, examining 
into the character of the men who came 
into those houses, and who often went 
out of them hastily. It was an Amend- 
ment of considerable importance, and 
could not be disposed of by the reasons 
given by the Home Secretary. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132; 





house upon satisfactory principles. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Helme, Norval Watson 





One Noes, 226. 


AYES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell! 





(Division List No. 196.) 


Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richara 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Jn. Lawson(Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

W oodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxaull, James Henry 


TELLFRS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Roberts and Mr. 
Broadhurst. 
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Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

3agot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colcnel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.A( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edwara Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cross, HerbertShepherd( Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir#Robert Bannatyne 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse,RtHn H(Somers’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Jn.(Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Saney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J.Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfrea 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morpeth, Viscount 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G, (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry ‘ 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. ; 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Hig sir s. Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Protyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffiela) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sad er, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertfora, East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
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Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


{5 Jury 1904} 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) | Young, Samuel 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart | TeLLers ror THe Nogs—Sir 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Mr, LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said he desired to move the 
Amendment standing in his name on the 
Paper. The point he wished to raise was 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Hon. George Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


| imitations which were to be deprecated. 
| In some cases they had almost attempted 

to legislate instead of merely adminis- 
| tering the law. He begged to move. 


whether this clause did or did not limit | 


the discretion of the magistrates. 
held the opinion that under the words 
“ill-conducted’’ the discretion of the 
magistrates was unduly limited. He 
therefore suggested that after the word 
“character”? the words “conduct of his 
business by” should be inserted. 
question was whether the word “ill-con- 
ducted’”’ modified the power of the 


magistrate in seeinz that a business was | 
The best way | 
would be to show by concrete instances | 


properly carried on. 


how the discretion of the magistrates 
hitherto had operated. In Liverpool, 
under the present system, they had put 
down the long pull, and forbidden the 
offering of sweets to children who were 
sent to public-houses. 
things could b» described as ill-conduct, 
and they were no more illegitimate than 
the conduct of shipping companies in 
carrying people across the Atlantic below 
cost price. 
Bill was passed, how the magistrates 
would stand with regard to customs 


which, although they were undesirable in | 
themselves, were not strictly illegitimate. | 
He had suggested these words because | 


he thought it would enlarge the powers 


He | 


Neither of those | 


He wished to know, if this | 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line8, after the word ‘ character,’ 
| to insert the words ‘conduct of his business 
| by.’”-—(Mr. Lawrence.) 


Question proposed ‘ That those words 


| be there inserted.” 


The | 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the 
| Government could not possibly accept 
the Am:ndment. It referred not merely 
to the pirticular business with which the 
magistrates were dealinz, but to any 
‘business in which the applicant, 
/was previously concerned. Anything 
that was to be gained by the 
Amendment was already provided for 
in the Bill. If the Amendment re- 
ferred only to the fitness of a person to 
| hold a licence that was already in the 
Bill. He ventured to say that the 
interests of the public were sufficiently 
protected by the clause as it now stood. 
On the other hand, if the proposed words 
were inserte1 they might leave it open 
to an extreme bench of justices to judge 
a man, not on his own merits, or in rela- 
tion to the premises in waich he actually 
conducted the business, but in relation to 
somthing else. 


of the Bill, and leave the magistrates ' 


somewhat freer. He quite recognis>d 
that the magistrates had not always 
shown the proper discretion, and that 


they had now and then tried to impose | 


Question put. 


The Committe2 divided :—Ayes, 150; 
Noes, 228. (Division List No. 197.) 


AYES. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas (air 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst,* Henry 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Baiinerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
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Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmot, AJ fred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, (. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Bryn mor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignola, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bona, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur’ Griffith- 
Bowles, Lt. Col. H.F (Middlesex 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lunaon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Middlemore, John Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. 'Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJ.A.(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 
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Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spear, John Ward 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth): 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S.. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. ). 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T.(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr> 
W. F. Lawrence and Mr. 
Osmond Williams. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.} 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Linc.} 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury} 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton,(Tynem’th) 
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Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hobhouse, RtHnH,(Somers’t, E 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS had given 
notice of an Amendment to insert in 
** fitness’’ the 
words ‘‘or status as regards the licensed 


Clause 1, line 8, after 


premises.”’ 


*Tae CHAIRMAN: I believe this 
Amendment really raises the same ques- 
tion as the Amendment proposed by 
the hon. Member for West Denbighshire 
and recently discussed. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: It raises 


the question of status. 





*THe CHAIRMAN: I suppose that. 
means tona fide tenancy. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: The 
object of the Amendment is to ensure 
that the local justices shall haye under 
this section the same rights which they 
now enjoy under Section 16, Sub-section 1, 
of the Licensing Act, 1902, to ask for 
the perusal of agreements between a. 


brewery company and a landlord. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The object is to: 


see whether a man is a bona fide tenant: 
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or not. [Opposition cries of “No.”) I 
do not know what the object is unless it 
is to find out whether it is a bona fide 
tenancy. 
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We have had Amendments 
dealing with the length of the tenancy, 


discussed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Supposing 
there is a condition in connection with 


the tenancy which affects the proportion 
of the contribution, that has aothing to 
do with a tied house at all. It may be 


™ IRM : h | between an ordinary landlord and an 
ae eee Sy ie ae ordinary tenant. That has nothing 


ditions of the tenancy are to show whether hatter ts 0s ke Oe tak A 


i . I s N : E 
the tenancy is bona fide. [Opposrtio tenancy or with the purchasing of goods 


cries of “No.”] Whatelse does it show ? | , é 
|from certain people. 


ie ; : | 
I think it really raises the same point. | which my hon. friend wishes to raise is 


| whether the magistrates shall have the 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: May I | right to see the agree nent and consider 


move the Amendment in order to ask @ | these points before they arrive at a 


gee under what conditions he carries on 
the tenancy. 





The only point 


question of the Government, namely,| decision. We have not discussed the 
whether this clause will enable the | point at all. 

justices to ask jfor the perusal of any | 
agreement there is between the landlord | Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.): 
or a brewery company and the licence- | Supposing the agreement contracts the 
holder? It is a question of great admin- | tenant out of the rights to be conferred 
istrative importance, as I know from long | on him by this Bill, what would be the 


: | ne 
experience on the Bench. | position of the tenant ? 
| 


| 
*THe CHAIRMAN: I really cannot | *Toe CHAIRMAN: Then he is nota 
see that this raisee any question except ; bona fide tenant. That is a question 
‘that of the bona fides of the tenant. | which has already been discussed. 
The fact that the licence-holder has some | ; 
agreement of the kind indicated by the; we. LLoOYD-GEORGE: I bez yout 
hon. Member would only make the sae | . 
: tig ._, | pardon. 
mises come under the ‘name of a tied 
house. [Opposition cries of “No.” ] 
*Tue CHAIRMAN : Ifthe hon. Member 


‘Well, I cannot conceive any other, and| ad 
—- | will bring forward an Amendment raising 


‘the hon. Member has not suggested any 





other. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: 


‘suggest it at ‘once. 


I will 
It is a question of 
‘the length of the tenancy. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The point the hon. 


Member has mentioned has already been 
Mr. J. W. Lowther. 





the specific point he hag put, I will con- 
sider it, but the word “ s‘atus’’ covers bona 
fides, and it covers the position of 4 
Both of 


these points have already been discussed. 


tenant as regards a tied house. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The magis- 
trates have a right to know what the 
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status of a tenant really is with regard | 


to this question. 
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Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


| 
was a| 


*Mr. EMMOTT said there EDWARD CARSON said the 
recent in which the | 


Amendment had asked 

, q e | e 
holder gave a power of attorney to! 4 ther under this clause the magistrates 
a brewery most | i 


important that the magistrates should | 


have power to get information in cases | 
_" : | Act of 1892 as to calling f rtai 
of that kind. It worked out in this way. | as alling for certain 


At any moment the brewery company documents. There was nothing in this 


could step in and use the power of| Bill to take away these powers from the 


SIR 


case licence- | 


mover of the 


company. It was 


would continue to have the powers which 


were vested in them by the Licensing 





attorney and turn the man out without | 
compensation of any kind. | 


*TueE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- | 
man may ‘move the Amendment if he | 
will undertake not to raise the tied house | 
I do not know whether the | 


question. 
word ‘‘status”* is known to English law. 
It is a Latin word which may cover a | 
good deai. | 
| 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) : I would 
suggest to my hon. friend that instead | 
of the words in the Amendment he | 
should move the insertion of the words 
“or contracted rights or liabilities as 
regards the licensed premises.” 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he 
would move the Amendment in the way 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman. 
His only wish was to obtain the view of 
the Government as to whether under this 


section local justices would have the 





same power of examining documents as 


they now possessed. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘fitness,’ to 
insert the words ‘or contracted rights or 
liabilities as regards the licensed premises.’” — 
(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


local licensing justices. It was quite 
plain that the procedure before the local 
licensing justices would be exactly the 


same as at present. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Can they re- 
fuse the licence if they consider the con- 


ditions unfair ? 


Str EDWARD CARSON: They have 
the same power of calling on parties to 


produce agreemente. 


Str ROBERT REID said the magis- 
trates might call for the production of 
documents, but when they had got them, 
The virtue of 
that it enabled 


them. not merely to call for the docu- 


they could do nothing. 


the Amendment was 


ments, but, if they were unsatisfactory, 
to act on the documents by refusing the 
renewal of the licence if necessary. It 
was perfectly idle the 
General to say that if the words of the 
inserted the 


for Solicitor- 


Amendment were not 
powers of the justices would be the 


same as at present. 


Question put. 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) Wyndham, Rt 


Wilson-Todd,Sir W. H.(Yorks.) | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. BH. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | Young, Samuel 


Mr. WHITLEY said he wished to 
move the omission of the word “ pro- 
posed,” so as to keep within the purview 
of the magistrates not only the character 
or fitness of the “‘ proposed holder of the 
licence,” but the continued methods in 
which the particular house had been 
If the word “ proposed” 
were retained in the clause, it appeared 
to him that it would be possible for any 
offence against the licensing laws to be 
absolutely wiped out by bringing for- 
As a matter of fact 


conducted. 


ward a new tenant. 
that was a practice not unknown in some 
districts. Some owners of licensed 
premises were so keen to get a maximum 
of profits that they had a system of 
bringing in a succession of licence- 
holders, and winking at malpractices of 
the tenant until he was dropped upon 
by the police. He could not think that 
it was the object of the Government to 
encourage a practice of that kind, but 


unless the word ‘“ proposed” was left 
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Hon. George TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 


out, the magistrates would have no con- 
trol whatever over the licence-holder. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 1, line 8, to leave out the word, 
‘ proposed.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ proposed’ stand part of the clause.” 


Srk EDWARD CARSON said that the 
| Amendment would make the Bill utterly 
It would compel the 
into the 
character or fitness of the man who was 


unworkable. 
magistrates to inquire, not 


going to carry on the business but of 
the man who had been put out, probably 
because he did not carry it on properly. 
He hoped the House would not agree to 
the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; 
Noes, 151. (Division List No. 199.) 
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Ropner, Colonel Sir Rokert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col {S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


W.) 


James Farquharson 


Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Louis (Romford) 
Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

— 
Edw. (Somerset) 


Jas. 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stock, James Henry 


Strutt, Hon. ¢ ‘harles Hedle Vv 
Lord E. (Chicheste r) 
Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv. 


| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thornton, 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 
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| Tennant, Harold John 
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Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
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White, George (Norfolk) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NokEs—Mr. 
J. H. Whitley and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


| If it were not made perfectly clear in 


‘‘In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘licence’ | this section that the justices had the 


to insert the words ‘on the ground that the 
be void.’ ”—(Sir 


renewal would 


Carson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he | 
wished to move an Amendment further | 
adding the words “or that any condi- | 
tions upon which the licence was granted | 
He said this | 


was an important matter, and went to | 


have not been fulfilled.’’ 


Edward 


i right to consider this vital point when 


| they were asked to renew a licence, a 


| serious weakening of their discretion 


| would take place. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘ licence,’ 
' to insert the words ‘or that any conditions 
upon which the licence was granted have not 
been fulfilled.’”"—(Mr. Herbert Roberts). 


Question proposed, ‘*‘ That those words 


the root of the question of good conduct. | be there inserted.” 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON said that, as 
faras the form of the Amendment was 
concerned, the Government could not 


accept it. As regarded the substance, 
there was a good deal to be said for it, 
Where a person had given an undertak- 
ing of any importance to a licensing 
bench in the past as a condition of ob- 
taining his licence, and broke that under- 
ought not to have any 
compensation. He did not think any- 
body could dispute that proposition. 
His opinion was that any man who had 


taking, he 


given such an undertaking, and broken it, 
was guilty of misconduct in the carrying 
on of the business. He did not say that 
because he did not want to make the 
matter perfectly right in the Bill, but he 
was afraid that if in this place it were 
laid down that there was to be no com- 
pensation in the event of a breach of 
undertaking, it would be argued after- 
wards on the construction of the section 
that the words “ill-conducted ” were not 
as wile as at first sight they seemed to 
be. He really thought that to put in the 
words proposed would be to weaken the 
significance of the term “ ill-conducted.” 


Sir ROBERT REID said he under- 
stood that they were agreed as regarded 


That was a matter for 
satisfaction. The Solicitor-General ap- 
peared to be afraid of the familiar rule 
in law that the specification of particular 
weaken the effect 
of general He did not 
azree. For instance, the opening of a bar 
where an undertaking was given that it 


the principle. 


instances would 


words. 


would not be opened would be extremely 
bad conduct; but would it mean that the 
premises were ill-conducted ? He would 
suggest that the Amendment be accepted 
now, subject to further consideration on 


Report. 
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Sirk EDWARD CARSON said he had 
the greatest possible regard for the opinion 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman ; but 
he could not accept the words of the par- 
ticular Amendment. He would, however, 
undertake to bring up words which would 
carry out the object to the fullest extent. 
He himself would prefer the Amendment 
of the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sheffield. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launceston) 
said he thought the Amendment of the 
hon. Member tor Sheffield would not meet 
the case. There were public-houses in the 
neighbourhood of the London markets 
that opened at very early hours. Such 
opening might be a breach of an under- 
but would 


taking ; it mean that the 


house was ill-conducted 2? 


ROBERTS said he 
of the 
withdraw the 


Mr. HERBERT 
the 


Solicitor - General 


would accept suggestion 
and 


Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) moved to insert words excepting 


county boroughs from the scope 
of the clause, in order to call at- 
tention to the anomalous jurisdic- 


tion of county boroughs under this section. 
There was no doubt a great anomaly was 
created by the section. Whilst the full 
body of justices were to be competent 
under this Bill to deal with the question 
of structural fitness of the building, the 
conduct of the applicant, his fitness, and 
so forth, they would not be competent to 
deal with the question whether the house 
was required or not. Then there already 
existed a statutory committee, sc that 
there would be under the Bill a full body 
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of justices and a new statutory committee | Committee report Progress; to sit 
and the existing licensing committee of again to-morrow. 

seven members. The licensing justices rains ts 

would not view that with any satisfaction REGISTRATION OF NURSES. 

at all. If there were to be an alteration = (rdered, That Mr. Lyell be discharged 
it ought to be in the direction of giving from the Select Committee, and that Mr. 
the committee in the first instance the (harles Hobhouse be added.—(Mr. Herbert 
consideration of the matter, and after- Gladstone.) 

wards refer it to the full body of the ae 


justices. He hoped the Solicitor-General (;as ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. 


Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


would give him an assurance that the 
anomalies which undoubtedly the section 
created would be removed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the words last 
inserted, to insert the words ‘except in 
county boroughs.’ ”--(Sir James Woodhouse. ) KEGISTRATION OF NURSES. 


Ordered, That Mr. Malcolm be dis- 

Question proposed, “That those words charged from the Select Committee, and 

be there inserted.” that Mr. Mount be added. — (Sir 4. 
Acland-Hood.) 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON said the = 

Amendment was in the wrong place. BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Its proper place was in Clause 7. There THE PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
was, however. a great deal in what the TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
hon. Baronet had said, that there should Acland - Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
be an appeal to the whole body of the ton), in moving the adjournment 
magistrates ; and he would undertake to of the House, said that to-morrow the 
have the matter considered, and some Licensing Bill would be first Order, and 
Amendment put down to meet his that it would, therefore, be the first allot- 
wishes. ted day. 


one , Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, asked if Friday would be an allotted day. 
East Toxteth) asked if that would mean 
retaining the Recorder as’chairman. Mr. T.W. RUSSELL (Tyrone,8.) asked 
if there was any chance of the Land Bill 
Str EDWARD CARSON said it was being taken on Friday. 
intended to move an Amendment to 
omit the Recorder as chairman. Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said that the 
Prime Minister would make a statement 
And, it being Midnight, the Chairman *-™morrow. 
left the Chair to’make his Repor p 
eee ee Adjourned at four minutes after 
House. Twelve o'clock. 
Sir James Vi oodhouse. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Houghton; Grimesthorpe; Guisboro’ ; 
, Hartlepool ; Hemsworth; Hetton le Hole; 

OW aemtag, Gh Ful, 1908. High Wycombe; Hirst; Hove; Hurst- 
= bourne Priors; Keighley; Kensington; 

The House met at Two of the Clock. | Leyland; Llwynhendy; Low Green; 
es elec Lower Chute; Malton; Middlewich; 
Moor Row (three); Morpeth; Milton 

UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL Green ; New Basford ; aaa: New 
BUSINESS. Lenton; North Walsham; Nottingham 

"es : _.. | (two); Osmaston ; Overton; Portmadoc; 
Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill | Preston ; Rhyl; Royston; St. Andrews ; 
[Lords]. As amended, considered ; Amend- | g¢, Meryn; Saltney; Seghill; Shafton ; 
ments made; Bill to be read the third | Sheffield ; Shoreditch ; South Hindley ; 
time. Sowerby; Staincross ; Stockport (two) ; 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill | Stone; Sunderland (two); Thruxton ; 
[Lords]; Oakengates and Dawley Joint | Tranmere; Tregonna; Tulse Hill; 
Water Board “Bill [Lords]. Read a | Warrington ; Weston Point; Wherwell; 
second time, and committed. Whitchurch; Whittington; Wigton; 


Milwr and District Mines Drainage Bill sige " i and Worthing; to 
{Lords] (by Order).% Consideration, as | “° UP°? the Table. 
amended, deferred till Tuesday next. | ssinniiiiemee, 


Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Con-| Petition from Nottingham, for altera- 
firmation Bill [Lords]; Wishaw Corpora- | tion; to lie upon the Table. 
tion Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. | 
Considered, to be read the third time | ~ ‘ 
upon Friday. Petition from }Lowestoft, against ; to 
Arbroath Corporation Water Order | | | Se pee the Sees, 
Confirmation Bill; Dunfermline District | SHOP HOURS BILL. 
Water Order Confirmation Bill. Read a| Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection 
second time; to be considered upon | Society, against; to lie upon the Table. 


Friday. | VALUATION BILL. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9). | Petitions for alteration; from Can- 
Sir Epwarp STRACHEY reported from | | nock ; and Howden ; to lie upon the Table. 


the Committee on Group 9 of Railway 

Bills; That, for the convenience of | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

parties, the Committee had adjourned | —_—— 

till Tuesday, 19th July, at half-past | BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Eleven of the elock. | Copy presented, of Regulations for the 
Report to lie upon the Table. Instruction and Training of Pupil 

| Teachers from Ist August, 1904, to 31st 

| July, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 

PETITIONS. | the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. ‘ sare lois ” 
Petitions against ; from Andover; | Opy presented, of Keport of the Prin- 
7 |cipal Chemist upon the work of the 
Arnold; Arreton (two); Ashington; 'G tal F a ie 
Awsworth; Ayr (two); Barnsley; Bar- | ees ees a le 
. ee ’ | ended 31st March, 1904, with Appendices 


rugh; Batley; Beccles; Blackburn; ; 
Blyth; Bolton (two) : Broughton ; ‘Ranke: [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


burn; Bungay; Carlton; Chester le SUPERANNUATION. 

Street; Choppington (two); Clanville;/ Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
Coedpoeth; Croydon; Cudworth; Cym- | dated 30th June, 1904, declaring that for 
maes ; Darfield; Deansgate; Dodw orth ; | the dueandefficient discharge of the duties 
East Kirkby; Edge “Hill; Egremont | of the officeof Director of Barrack Con- 
(three); Esholt; Gawber; Glamorgan | struction, War Office, professional or other 
(three); Glasgow; Gorseinon; Great | peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
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acquired in the Public Service are required ; tion and consumption of Iron Ore and 

{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. Pig ae ~ ee of Steel in 

-the Unite ingdom and the principal 

TRADE REPORTS. Foreign Countries in recent an pa 

Copy presented, of Index to Reports | the Imports andExports of certain classes 

of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consu-| of Tron and Steel Manufactures (in con- 

lar Representatives Abroad on Trade | tinyation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 

and Subjects of General Interest (with | 949 of Session 1903).”—(Mr Gerald 
Appendix), 1903 [by Command]; to lie Balfour.) Coa 

upon the Table. —— enacts 


TRADE WITH PERSIA. 

Copy presented, of Report on the Con- 
dition and Prospects of British Trade in 
Persia, by H. W. Maclean, Special Com- 
missioner of the Commercial Intelligence and Horse-drawn Vehicles. 
Committee of the Board of Trade [by| Mp SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. |New Forest): To ask the Secretary of 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | State for the ; Home Department 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | Whether he can now give the number of 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | accidents caused by motor-cars and by 
3202 to 3206 [by Command]; to lie upon | horses and horse-drawn vehicles in ,the 
the Table. | year ended 31st May last. 








QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Accidents caused by Motor-Cars, Horses. 


? FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). | (Answered by Mr. Secretary,: Akers- 

Copy presented, of Twenty-second | Douglas.) The figures for the Metropolitan 

Annual Report of the Fishery Board for | Police District are given in the table below. 

Scotland, being for the year 1903. Part | It is to be noted that in the absence of 

III. Scientific Investigations [by Com- | information as to the total numbers of 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. —_ or of go — kinds of 

Fear sy ‘vehicles in use, there is no basis for a 

r Aneta REPORTS (COAL). | comparison between the figures.j;It is 

pomarn ordered, “of Extracts relating | not practicable to give similar figures 

te Coal from the Reports received up t©| for the rest of the country outside the 
the present date from His Majesty s Dip- Metropolitan Police District. 

lomatic and Consular Officers Abroad xr a 

for 1903.”—(Mr. Fenwick.) Total number of accidents known to 

the police to have been due to the under- 

IRON AND STEEL, 1903. mentioned causes within the Metropolitan 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum and | Police District during the year ended the 

Statistical Tables showing the produc- | 3lst May, 1904. 














Nature of accidents 
Totalnumber Number of _ Number of |Totalnumber of] to persons enumer- 





Cause of of accidents accidents to accidents to |persons injured| ated in column 4. 
accident. to persons or property. persons. in accidents 
property. shown in 
column 4 No. No. No. 


Slight.|Serious. Fatal. 
3 2. 3. 4, 5. 





Motor cars 





Motor cycles 193 94 120 130 108 18 4 










Horses 445 





Horse-drawn 22,113 16,283 


vehicles 


Totals 24.375 17,805 8,241 8,561 7,364 982-215 
























































773 Questions. 
Hyde Park Corner—Slippery Wood 
Pavement. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether he will give directions 
that gravel or sand be placed upon the 
slippery wood pavement extending 
from the gateway of Constitution Hill 
across to the entrance of Hyde Park; 
and whether he is aware that up till 
10 a.m. no such protection is given for 
drivers or riders crossing the wood 
pavement. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
Westminster City Council are respon- 
sible for this road, and it would rest with 
them to provide gravel or sand as 
suggested. 


Disposal of Bronze Lions from British 
Museum. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if he will state what has become of 
a number of bronze lions which were along 
the line of railings in front of the British 
Museum, and which were removed to 
widen the footway. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) Twelve 
lions were removed to St. Paul’s 
Cathedral with the concurrence of the 
Trustees of the British Museum: the 
remainder are at the Museum, in charge 
of the Trustees. 


Disposal of Colonnade from Burlington 
House. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : To ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, if he will 
state what has become of the handsome 
stone colonnade (classical pillars, mono- 
liths) formerly in front of Burlington 
House, Piccadilly, and removed by the 
Department of Works, and say why it is 
not re-erected in one of the Parks or else- 
where. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) 
colonnade is lying in Battersea Park ; the 
question of re-erecting it is now under | 
the consideration of the First Commis- 
sioner, 
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Outdoor Medical Relief in the Metropolis. 

Stir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
will take steps to have a report made by 
the inspector now investigating the 
arrangements for outdoor medical relief 
in the Metropolis on the number of 
unions, if any, in which medical relief is 
granted on loan in the first instance, and 
on the practice of requiring applicants 
for medical relief to attend before the 
Board ora committee, with a statement of 
how long such practice has been in force 
and its effects on the number of applica- 
tions. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
will take steps to give effect to this sug- 
gestion as far as may be practicable. 


Adulteration of Food—Recommendations 
of Royal Commission. 


Str CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, in 
pursuance of their powers, the Board pro- 
pose to take action on the lines recom- 
mended by the Royal Commission on 
Arsenical Poisoning in Part VIIIa. of 
their Report, by the appointment of a 
special expert officer, or otherwise. for 
securing better control over the purity of 
chemically prepared, preserved, or other 
foods liable to contain deleterious sub- 
stances; and whether progress has been 
made in giving effect to the further re- 
commendation of the Royal Commission, 
that the principle of officially prescribed 
food standards already enforced in the 
case of certain articles of diet should be 
applied to other foods and beverages. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Ihave 
not at.present decided to appoint a special 
expert officer of the kind referred to. The 
consideration of the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission is being proceeded 
with, and in connection with it the pro- 
posal with regard to the appointment of 
such an officer will receive attention. 
Effect, however, could not be given to 
the recommendations as to food standards 
without legislation. 


Report of Boiler Committee. 
SsirnCHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, 


| Forest of Dean): To ask the Secretary to 
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the Admiralty when the Final Report of 
the Boiler Committee will be in the hands 
of Members; and whether he can give 
the House any statement as to the coal 
consumption in the case of Belleville 
boilers as compared with that in the 
case of Babcock boilers or Yarrow boilers. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Tinal Report of the Boiler Committee 
was received on the 2nd instant, and is 
now under consideration. It is hoped 
that it will shortly be in the hands of 
Members. The coal used per H.P. per 
hour on the trials conducted by the Boiler 
Committee was as follows :— 


Babcock and Wilcox 1°8 lbs. to 2°1 lbs. 
Belleville - - 1:8 1bs. to 2°1 lbs. 
Yarrow large tube - 1°9 lbs. to 2:2 Ibs. 


By-laws under the Employment of 
* Children Act. 

Mr TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the Secretary for Scotland how 
many sets of by-laws under the Employ- 
ment of Children Act, 1903, have been 
sent to him for confirmation; what local 
authorities have sent these by-laws, and 
in how many, and what, cases the sanc- 
tion of his Department has been given. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
Proposed by-laws have been received 
from the town councils of Ayr and Glas- 
cow, the county council of Dumfries, 
and the school boards of Greenock, Ayr, 
Glasgow, Stirling, Paisley, Perth, Annan, 
Govan Parish, Gourock, Leith, Peebles, 
Crieff, Blantyre Parish, Ardrossan. The 
proposed by-laws have been or are being 
locally advertised, and are now under con- 
sideration in connection with objections 
submitted in the respective cases. No 
by-laws have as yet been sanctioned. 


New Scheme for Whitstable Charities. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St.Albans) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Tonbridge, 
as Pasliamentary Charity Commissioner, 
whether, before sanctioning and sealing 
the new scheme for the Whitstable 
Charities, he will so amend it that the 
endowment originally provided for the 
payment of teachers’ salaries shall con- 
tinue to be paid to the local education 
authority as provided by Section 13 of 
‘The Education Act, 1902. 


{COMMONS} 








Questions. 176 


(Answered by Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
The Commissioners do not understand 
that any payment has been made to the 
local education authority from this 
Charity; and whether any such payment 
ought under any circumstances to be 
made is a matter not for the Commis- 
sioners, but for the Board of Education. 
In the circumstances the Commissioners 
have nothing to add to their Answer of 
Ist July.t 


Mr. J. Robinson’s Farm at Ballinacross. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N,): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any ap- 
plication has been made to the Estates 
Commissioners to purchase the farm of 
Ballinacross from Mr. John Robinson, 
Sub-Sheriff of county Longford, who is 
willing to sell same for the benefit of the 
representatives of the evicted tenants, and 
with a view to their restoration thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No ap- 
plication has been made to the Commis- 
sioners for the sale of this farm. 


Sale of the O’Brien Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland to state the present position 
of the negotiations for the sale of the 
O’Brien Estate at Corglass and Corna- 
kelly ; and whether, in view of the delay in 
completing this sale, the Estates Commis- 
sioners will apply to Judge Ross fora 
request to issue under the 7th Section of 
the Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
informed by the registrar of the Land 
Judge’s Court that the notice in Form 
10 prescribed by the rules of 10th January, 
1902, is about to be served. The solicitor 


having carriage of the sale is also acting © 
for the tenants, and this would seem to | 


afford a guarantee that no unnecessary 
delay will take place in bringing about a 
sale. The case will not be lost sight of 
by the Land Judge. 


Promotion of Sergeant Ryan—Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 


]Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that © 





t See page 317. 
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777 Questions. 
Sergeant Ryan, of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, in Belfast, was some time ago 
found in an ill-conducted house; if so, 
will he state whether his conduct on 
this occasion was reported to his superior 
officer and what punishment, if any, was 
inflicted ; and will he explain on what 
grounds has Ryan been promoted to the 
rank of head constable. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
incident referred to in the first part of 
the Question occurred in January, 1896. 
Sergeant Ryan did not deny that he had 
entered the house, but stated he had 
done so with the object of endeavouring 
to trace stolen property. He was re- 
ported to be an excellent officer, and as 
there was no evidence to show that he 
entered the house for any purpose other 
than that stated by him, the Inspector- 
General considered that the necessities of 
the case would be sufficiently met bya 
caution against entering such a house in 
future. In July, 1900, he was permitted, 
on the recommendation of his officers, to 
compete for promotion to the rank of 
head constable. He was successful, and 
was promoted in October, 1900. 


Belfast Police—Alleged Preference given 
to Roman Catholics. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to theLord- Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state why all the appointments made 
at Henry Street Police Barracks, Belfast, 
during the year 1902, and carrying with 
them extra pay, were given to Roman 
Catholics; and can he state the num- 
ber of men stationed at this barrack, 
how many are Roman Catholics and how 
many are Protestants, including the dis- 
trict inspector who is in charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Two such 
appointments were made in the year 
1902. Both men are Roman Catholics, 
but the appointments were not deter- 
mined by considerations of religion. In 
one case the extra pay amounts to a 
shilling weekly, and the recipient lost a 


night-watch allowance of similar amount. | 


There are fifty-two men at Henry Street 
Barrack, twenty-eight are Roman Catho- 
lics, and twenty-four Protestants. The 
district inspector is a Roman Catholic. 
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Decorations at Roundstone—Action of 
Police. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that flags and ban- 
ners were some time ago hung out of all 
the public-houses in Roundstone, county 
Galway ; that the Reverend Father Glee- 
son sent a written complaint to Sir Antony 
M‘Donnell against Sergeant Ryan and 
Constable Laidley for explaining to cer- 
tain publicans that it was illegal to hang 
flags from their licensed premises; and’ 
that the sergeant was severely repri- 
manded and the constable transferred 
because of performing this duty; and, if 
so, will he say whether an opportunity 
was given to Ryan and Laidley to refute 
the charges contained in Father Gleeson’s 
letter; if not, will he lay a copy of the 
letter upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
replies to the first two queries are in the 
affirmative. On inquiry it transpired that 
only one publican was informed that a 
display of flags was illegal. The occasion 
on which these emblems were displayed 
was the eve of the visit to Roundstone of 
the newly-appointed Archbishop of Tuam, 
the first visit after his appointment. The 
flags exhibited were not Party emblems of 
the character contemplated by the statute 
6 and 7 Will. 4, cap. 38, sec. 9, and as it 
appeared that the constable had acted 
without reference to the district inspec- 
tor or head constable, the Inspector- 
General considered that his interference 
was improper, and he so informed him. 
The sergeant was exonerated from blame. 
Constable Laidley’s transfer had no con- 
nection with this incident. The Inspector- 
General considered he had shown distinct 
sectarian feeling while stationed at Round- 
stone, and the county inspector was of 
opinion that, in the interests of the public 
service, it was necessary to transfer him 
to another station. Explanations were 
furnished by both the sergeant and con- 
stable in respect of the matters alleged 
against them by the Reverend Mr. 
Gleeson. 


Questions. 


Cost of Conveying Militia Artillery from 
the North to Portsmouth. 
Yar- 


Sm JOHN COLOMB (Great 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state approxi- 


, mately the estimated cost of conveyance 
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the Admiralty when the Final Report of 
the Boiler Committee will be in the hands 
of Members; and whether he can give 
the House any statement as to the coal 
consumption in the case of Belleville 
boilers as compared with that in the 
case of Babcock boilers or Yarrow boilers. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Tinal Report of the Boiler Committee 
was received on the 2nd instant, and is 
now under consideration. It is hoped 
that it will shortly be in the hands of 
Members. The coal used per H.P. per 
hour on the trials conducted by the Boiler 
Committee was as follow; :— 


Babcock and Wilcox 1°8 lbs. to 2°1 lbs. 
Belleville 1°8 lbs. to 2°1 Ibs. 
Yarrow large tube - 1°9 lbs. to 2:2 Ibs. 


By-laws under the Employment of 
* Children Act. 

Mr TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the Secretary for Scotland how 
many sets of by-laws under the Employ- 
ment of Children Act, 1903, have been 
sent to him for confirmation ; what local 
authorities have sent these by-laws, and 
in how many, and what, cases the sanc- 
tion of his Department has been given. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
Proposed by-laws have been received 
from the town councils of Ayr and Glas- 
cow, the county council of Dumfries, 
and the school boards of Greenock, Ayr, 
Glasgow, Stirling, Paisley, Perth, Annan, 
Govan Parish, Gourock, Leith, Peebles, 
Crieff, Blantyre Parish, Ardrossan. The 
proposed by-laws have been or are being 
locally advertised, and are now under con- 
sideration in connection with objections 
submitted in the respective cases. No 
by-laws have as yet been sanctioned. 


New Scheme for Whitstable Charities. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Tonbridge, 
as Parliamentary Charity Commissioner, 
whether, before sanctioning and sealing 
the new scheme for the Whitstable 
Charities, he will so amend it that the 
endowment originally provided for the 
payment of teachers’ salaries shall con- 
tinue to be paid to the local education 
authority as provided by Section 13 of 
‘The Education Act, 1902. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Answered by Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 
The Commissioners do not understand 
that any payment has been made to the 
local education authority from this 
Charity ; and whether any such payment 
ought under any circumstances to be 
made is a matter not for the Commis- 
sioners, but for the Board of Education. 
In the circumstances the Commissioners 
have nothing to add to their Answer of 
Ist July. 


Mr. J. Robinson’s Farm at Ballinacross. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N,): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any ap- 
plication has been made to the Estates 
Commissioners to purchase the farm of 
Ballinacross from Mr. John Robinson, 
Sub-Sheriff of county Longford, who is 
willing to sell same for the benefit of the 
representatives of the evicted tenants, and 
with a view to their restoration thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No ap- 
plication has been made to the Commis- 
sioners for the sale of this farm. 


Sale of the O’Brien Ustate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland to state the present position 
of the negotiations for the sale of the 
O’Brien Estate at Corglass and Corna- 
kelly ; and whether, in view of the delay in 
completing this sale, the Estates Commis- 
sioners will apply to Judge Ross fora 
request to issue under the 7th Section of 
the Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 


informed by the registrar of the Land | 
Judge’s Court that the notice in Form | 


10 prescribed by the rules of 10th January, 
1902, is about to be served. 


for the tenants, and this would seem to 
afford a guarantee that no unnecessary 
delay will take place in bringing about a 
sale. The case will not be lost sight of 
by the Land Judge. 


Promotion of Sergeant Ryan—Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 
]Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 


——— 





+ See page 317. 
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Sergeant Ryan, of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, in Belfast, was some time ago 
found in an ill-conducted house; if so, 
will he state whether his conduct on 
this occasion was reported to his superior 
officer and what punishment, if any, was 
inflicted ; and will he explain on what 
grounds has Ryan been promoted to the 
rank of head constable. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
incident referred to in the first part of 
the Question occurred in January, 1896. 
Sergeant Ryan did not deny that he had 
entered the house, but stated he had 
done so with the object of endeavouring 
to trace stolen property. He was re- 
ported to be an excellent officer, and as 
there was no evidence to show that he 
entered the house for any purpose other 
than that stated by him, the Inspector- 
General considered that the necessities of 
the case would be sufficiently met by a 
caution against entering such a house in 
future. In July, 1900, he was permitted, 
on the recommendation of his officers, to 
compete for promotion to the rank of 
head constable. He was successful, and 
was promoted in October, 1900. 


Belfast Police—Alleged Preference given 
to Roman Catholics. 


Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to theLord- Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state why all the appointments made 
at Henry Street Police Barracks, Belfast, 
during the year 1902, and carrying with 
them extra pay, were given to Roman 
Catholics; and can he state the num- 
ber of men stationed at this barrack, 
how many are Roman Catholics and how 
many are Protestants, including the dis- 
trict inspector who is in charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Two such 
appointments were made in the year 
1902. Both men are Roman Catholics, 
but the appointments were not deter- 
mined by considerations of religion. In 
one case the extra pay amounts to a 
shilling weekly, and the recipient lost a 


night-watch allowance of similaramount. | 


There are fifty-two men at Henry Street 
Barrack, twenty-eight are Roman Catho- 
lics, and twenty-four Protestants. The 
district inspector is a Roman Catholic. 
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Decorations at Roundstone—Action of 
Police. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that flags and ban- 
ners were some time ago hung out of all 
the public-houses in Roundstone, county 
Galway ; that the Reverend Father Glee- 
son sent a written complaint to Sir Antony 
M‘Donnell against Sergeant Ryan ani 
Constable Laidley for explaining to cer- 
tain publicans that it was illegal to hang 
flags from their licensed premises; and’ 
that the sergeant was severely repri- 
manded and the constable transferred 
because of performing this duty; and, if 
so, will he say whether an opportunity 
was given to Ryan and Laidley to refute 
the charges contained in Father Gleeson’s 
letter; if not, will he lay a copy of the 
letter upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
replies to the first two queries are in the 
affirmative. On inquiry it transpired that 
only one publican was informed that a 
display of flags was illegal. The occasion 
on which these emblems were displayed 
was the eve of the visit to Roundstone of 
the newly-appointed Archbishop of Tuam, 
the first visit after his appointment. The 
flags exhibited were not Party emblems of 
the character contemplated by the statute 
6 and 7 Will. 4, cap. 38, sec. 9, and as it 
appeared that the constable had acted 
without reference to the district inspec- 
tor or head constable, the Inspector- 
General considered that his interference 
was improper, and he so informed him. 
The sergeant was exonerated from blame. 
Constable Laidley’s transfer had no con- 
nection with this incident. The Inspector- 
General considered he had shown distinct 
sectarian feeling while stationed at Round- 
stone, and the county inspector was of 
opinion that, in the interests of the public 
service, it was necessary to transfer him 
to another station. Explanations were 
furnished by both the sergeant and con- 
stable in respect of the matters alleged 
against them by the Reverend Mr. 
Gleeson. 


Cost of Conveying Militia Artillery from 
the North to Portsmouth. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state approxi- 


_mately the estimated cost of conveyance 
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to and from Portsmouth of the Militia | 
Northumberland, and various parts of 


Scotland for the purpose of mobilisation 
under the existing arrangements. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 





Forster.) The estimated cost is as 

follows :— 

Northumberland Royal Garrison £ 
Artillery (Militia) . ‘ 1,150 

Lancashire Royal Garrison 
Artillery (Militia) . 400 


The Duke of Edinburgh’s Roy al 
Garrison Artillery (Militia) . 

Fife Royal Garrison Artillery 
(Militia) : 

Forfar and Kincardine Royal 


1,650 


1,000 


Garrison Artillery (Militia) 1,250 
Durham Royal Garrison Artillery 

(Militia) . ; 1,150 
The South-East of Scotland 

Royal Garrison Artillery 

(Militia) 1,000 


£7,600 


North of England Militia Artillery 
raining. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Militia Artillery Corps, forming part of 
the war garrison of Portsmouth but be- 
longing to Lancashire, Durham, Northum- 
berland, and various parts of Scotland, 
have at their own local headquarters the 
means of training at guns and artillery 
appliances exactly corresponding to those 
they have to serve when mobilised at 
Portsmouth. 


(Answered by Mr: Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Units of Militia Garrison 
Artillery are trained every third year at 
least at the fortresses to which they are 
allotted for mobilisation, and during other 
years at a work of defence armed with a 
modern armament. The cost of providing 
at the local headquarters appliances ex- 
actly corresponding to those the corps 
have to serve in a modern fortress, such 
as Portsmouth, would be prohibitive. 


Attendance of a Deputy Judge- eens 
at Courts-Martial in India. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War | 


{COMMONS} 


Artillery Corps from Lancashire, Durham, | 
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' whether any regulation has been recently 
adopted as to dispensing with or otherwise 
altering the attendance at Courts-Martial 
in India of a Deputy Judge-Advocate, and 
on what grounds, and whether such 
change was approved by the Government 
before it was made; and, if so, whether 
the presence of an independent official 
possessing special legal knowledge is no 
longer considered requisite to safeguard 
the interests of accused soldiers at Courts- 
Martial. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
No report on the subject has been received 
from the Government of India. I will 
make inquiries. 


Medal for Naval Service against Fenians 
in 1868 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
why the services of those who were de- 
tailed for naval service in Canada against 
the Fenians in 1868 have not been recog- 
nised by the reward of a medal. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Medals were granted to those who were 
engaged in repelling the Fenian raids of 
1866 and 1870, and in the Red River Ex- 
pedition of 1870, but it was not considered 
desirable to grant the medal to men who 
served in the defence of the Dominion 
along the frontier in other years about 
that period, since their services practically 
amounted to policing the frontier, and 
they were not engaged in actual military 
operations. 


Import Duty on Magazines in Australia. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to the an- 
nouncement made by the Australian 
Commonwealth Government that from 
19th August next all magazines and 
periodicals containing more than 15 per 
cent. of advertising matter will be liable 
to an import duty of 3d. per lb. ; whether 
he is aware that the effect of this duty 
will be to exclude from a British Colony 
a number of British magazines and 
periodicals ; and what steps he proposes 
to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have not yet seen the notification of the 
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Australian Government to which the 
hon. Member refers, but I will inquire 
whether such a notification has been issued 
and will draw the attention of the 
Commonwealth Government to the pro- 
bable effect of the proposal to which the 
hon. Member refers. The matter, how- 
ever, must be left to the discretion of 
that Government to take what action 
they think fit. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Admiralty Contractors and the Fair 
Wages Resolution—Case of Messrs. 
Lysaght, of Bristol. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether Messrs. Lysaght, of 
Bristol, are contractors for the Admiralty ; 
and, if so, whether it has been brought to 
his notice that Messrs. Lysaght are dis- 
charging men from their employment on 
account of their membership of a trade 
union, in contravention of the Fair Wages 
Resolution of the House of Commons, 
which has been adopted by all Govern- 
ment Departments ; and, if so, what steps 
he proposes to take in the matter. 


Tae SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) : The Answer to the first part of the 
hon. Member’s Question is in the affirm- 
ative, and to the second part in the nega- 
tive. The Fair Wages Resolution of the 
House of Commons does not appear to lay 
down any guidance for dealing with cases 
of this character, unless it can be shown 
@ that the firm are paying less than the 
4 current rate of wages. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Does 
the Secretary to the Admiralty intend the 
House to understand that the question of 
the preferential employment of non- 
unionists as against unionists is not 
raised by the Resolution ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I do not think 
there is anything regarding that in the 
Fair Wages Resolution. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE4(Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : Will the hon. 
Member acquaint himself with the 


{6 JuLy 1904} 


782 


circulars issued by the Treasury on the 
subject ? 


Questions. 


Machine Guns in the Regular Army. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he will state the 
number of Maxims, Nordenfelt, and 
Gardner machine guns, respectively, in 
use in the Regular Army; the number 
required to complete the armament; the 
number of each ordered for the present 
financial year, and where the orders have 
been placed; and also the cost of 
manufacture at Enfield Small Arms 
Factory, and the price paid to private 
firms for each class of gun. 


*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtey Daven- 
PorT, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : There are 
in use in the Regular Army 990 Maxims, 
33 Nordenfelts and 90 Gardner machine 
guns and a reserve of 25 per cent is held. 
The number of guns required to complete 
the armament is 110 Maxim guns; 81 are 
available for issue in store and & are 
still due on last year’s orders.’ 100 Maxim 
guns have been ordered this year, one- 
half being placed with the Ordnance 
Factories and one-half with Messrs. 
Vickers, Maxim and Company. The 
only private firm manufacturing Maxim 
guns is Vickers, Maxim and Company, 
whose invention the gun is, and when 
arrangements were made with them for 
manufacture by them and the Ordnance 
Factories an undertaking was given not 
to divulge the price paid. 


War Office Contracts—Messrs. Lysaght 
and the Fair Wages Resolution. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether Messrs. Lysaght, of Bristol, are 
contractors for the War Office; and, if so, 
whether it has been brought to his notice 
that Messrs. Lysaght are discharging 
men from their employment on account 
of their membership of a trade union, in 
contravéntion of the Fair Wages Resolu- 
tion of the House of Commons, which 
has been adopted by all Government 
Departments; and, if so, what steps he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
statements of fact contained in the hon. 
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Member’s Question, as to which I have 
no knowledge, do not indicate any con- 
travention of the Fair Wages Resolution, 
which obliges this firm, and any firm 
employed under a Government contract, 
to pay the rate of wages generally ac- 
cepted as current for similar work in the 
same district. ; 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is it a 
fact that Messrs. Lysaght are doing work 
for the War Office, and, if so, will the War 
Office not consider themselves bound to 
interfere in a case where preference is 
shown to non-unionists as against 
unionists. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: We 
do employ Messrs. Lysaght, but under 
the Fair Wages Resolution there is no 
obligation on us to compel them to 
employ any particular persons, unionist 
or non-unionist. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The hon. 
Gentleman has said that even if the facts 
are asset forth, the War Office would 
have no right to interfere. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No, 
I did not say that. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman acquaint himself with the 
evidence taken before the Fair Wages 
Committee, and the debates in which a 
positive pledge was given on this subject ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I will. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): Will 
the hon. Gentleman also make himself 
acquainted with the facts as to whether 
men are being discharged or not. 


#@ Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I will 
make inquiries, but in any case I am not 
clear that we have any power. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): Is it not the case that in 
August, 1893, the then Secretary of the 
Treasury and myself, speaking on behalf 
of the Government 





*Mr. SPEAKER: That isa Question of 
which, I think, notice should be given. 
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Retired Volunteers. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether there is any 
available record of the number of retired 
Volunteers under thirty years of age who, 
during their term of service, were efficient. 
for not less than three years. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 


Answer is in the negative. 


Expenditure on Rifle Ranges. 

Mr. TILLETT (Norwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will say how much of the £40,000 set aside 
in 1899 for rifle ranges has been actually 
appropriated; where such new ranges 
have been constructed ; and whether they 
are open or screened. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, N.): 
The £40,000 originally allotted from the 
Military Works Loan, 1899, for Volunteer 
ranges was subsequently increased to 
£170,000. It has been all appropriated 
as shown in the Return which I have the 
pleasure of handing to the hon. Member. 
The money has been utilised in assisting 
Volunteers in providing range accommo- 
dation suitable for the 303 rifle, either by 
extending or improving existing ranges 
orconstructing newones. ‘The ranges for 
which grants have been made are all open 
ranges except five, viz., Oxford, Lincoln, 
Norton (Stockton-on-Tees), Kirkland 
(Fife), and Clifton, which are screened. 


South African Constabulary. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the force suggested by the 
Government for the new South African 
Constabulary in 1901 was 10,000 men, 
whether he can say when the intention 
was formed that the force should consist 
of only 6,000, and when the strength was 
reduced to 5,000; whether he can state 
up to what date he possesses the Return 


of actual strength, and if he can give the | 


figure of the actual strength at the date 
of the last Return; what was the original 
estimate of cost for 10,000 constabulary ; 
and what is the expenditure contributed 
by the Transvaal towards the South 
African Constabulary in the present year. 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
pHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): It was decided 
to constitute such a force towards the 
end of 1900. Lord Roberts considered 
that the force should be 10,000, as the 
extra number would obviate the need of 
more Regular troops for the work then 
required, but from the beginning Lord 
Milner maintained that 6,000 would be 
sufficient for police purposes when the 
war was over, and that fewer would be 
required after a time. The force was 
reduced to 5,000 in the course of the 
present:April. The last Return of strength 
is dated Ist June and gives the actual 
strength as 4,770. The original estimate 
was £250 per man, or a total cost of 
£2,500,000 per annum. The cost of the 
constabulary is provided in the Inter- 
colonial Budget and not directly on the 
Transvaal Estimates. Towards the deficit 
on the Inter-colonial Budget for the year 
ended 30th June the Transvaal is con- 
tributing a sum of £767,000. In general 
explanation, I would refer the right hon. 
Member to pages 30 and 51 of Blue-book, 
Cd. 2102. 


Sunday Labour in Transvaal Mines. 


Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether, in 
view of the fact that one of the 
conditions of the agreement under 
which Chinese labourers are being intro- 
duced into the Transvaal provides that 
Sunday labour shall be optional, and 
to the fact that a conference has been 
summoned by the Johannesburg Free 
Church Council (which defended the in- 
troduction of Chinese labour) to protest 
against this condition, he proposes to 
take any, and, if so, what action in the 
matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The contract pro- 
vides that Sundays shall be holidays and 
that labourers are not bound to work on 
that day. Under the Sunday Labour 
Law, no ordinary mining work is done on 
Sundays, as I have been informed, but 
only work which is absolutely necessary, 
such as pumping, repairs, etc. I have 
not had the conference referred to brought 
to my notice, but I will make inquiry on 
the subject. 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the stamps, etc., are running 
every day and that the mining goes 
on on Sundays just the same as on 
ordinary days ¢ 


Mr LOUGH (Islington, W.): Why is 
it necessary to do repairs and pumping 
on Sundays ? 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Are not 
these labourers paid on the basis of 
thirty days per month } 


Mr. LYTTELTON : Of thirty working 
days per month. 


Boer Repatriation—Expenditure. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he has 
now ascertained from Lord Milner whether 
he is willing to furnish e detailed state- 
ment of, the moneys expended in re- 
patriation of the Boers after the war, and 
in compensation for losses sustained by 
them in or in consequence of the war, and 
stating the name and address,of every 
person who received £100 or upwards of 
such moneys, and on what account the 
same was received. 


Mr.” LYTTELTON :1I have referred 
the hon. Member’s request to Lord Milner, 
and he informs me that'the suggested 
limitation of the Return to recipients of 
£100 and upwards would not materially 
affect the reasons for which I stated that 
such a Return could not conveniently be 
prepared, as ‘involving an unjustifiable 
expenditure of time and money: 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there is con- 
siderable anxiety in South Africa as to 
whether the money has been properly ex- 
pended, and is it not desirable to allay 
that feeling whatever the expense / 


Mr. LYTTELTON was understood to 
reply that wherever there was money to 
be distributed there was always anxiety. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give a Return showing the 
names of the persons whose farms were 
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sold during the time of the war while 
they were fighting for their country. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I shall raise 
the question on the Colonial Vote. 


Repatriation Loan. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg-to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies how much of the £5,800,000 
spent out of the Guaranteed Loan for re- 
patriation purposes under Head III. was 
spent on cost of administration. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I am not able to 
state the amount spent on administration 
until I receive Lord Milner’s finial report. 
I would refer the hon. Member to Sir 
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Indian regiments and two companies jo 
mounted infantry will remain ag a 


| temporary garrison pending the re- 


organisation of the local forces. The 
normal European staff of the Protectorate 
consists of eleven civil and ten military 
officers. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: What 
was the date of the termination of the 
war ? 


*EarL PERCY said he could not give 
the exact date when military operations 
were supposed to have terminated. His 
Answer referred to the period when the 
Foreign Office took over the control. 





Arthur Lawley’s observations on the | 
point at page 64 of Cd. 1895. 


The Somali Mullah. | 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs what is 
the present position of the 
Mullah, stating the estimated number of 
his followers, and the amount of rifles 
and!ammunition in his possession. 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.): We have 


no definite information as to the present 
position of the Mullah or strength of his 
following, and the report that he has 
returned to the Nogal Valley is not con- 
firmed. 


Administration of Somaliland. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs how many officers 
have been sent out in the last three 
months upon special service to So- 
maliland ; whether any military oper- 


ations are taking place in _ that 
country, and what force it will be 


necessary to maintain in the Protectorate 
in order to preserve peace; whether he 
can state what number of officers will 
be required in future to administer the 
Government there. 


*Eart PERCY: No special service 
officers have been sent out since the 
termination of the war, and no military 
operations are now taking place. Two 


Somali | 


Somaliland Protectorate Boundaries 

and Administration. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I beg to 
‘ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty’s 
| Government contemplate any immediate 
| demarcation of the area of the Protector- 
ate in Somaliland which, by the Order in 
Council just made by His Majesty, has 
| been placed in charge of a Commissioner; 
| whether this Commissioner is to act 
'under the direction of the Foreign 
| Office, or, if not, under the direction 
|of what Department or official, and 
| whether he is to be in any way instructed 
either from Aden or from Bombay; and 
|whether he can give the House any 
information as to the recent movements 
and present position of the Mullah. 


| *Eart PERCY: The Answer to the 
| first paragraph is in the negative; the 


|Commissioner is to act under the 
direction of the Foreign Office. As 


regards the last paragraph, I must refer 
the right hon. Gentleman to the reply 
which I have given to-day to the hon. 
Member for South Molton. 


Sugar Convention Expenditure. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will give the 
| total sum and the chief details of the 
expenditure during the last financial year 
on or in connection with the Sugar Con- 
vention and the Permanent Committee at 
Brussels from money voted by Parlia- 
ment. 
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*EarL PERCY : The total expenditure 
was about £1,200. The principal items 
other than expenses for maintenance and 
travelling are: £700 for the remunera- 
tion of the British Delegate and of the 
Assistant Delegate, and £140 for the 

7 British share of the expenses of the 
Permanent Committee. 


Macedonia—European Officers of 
Gendarmerie. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
fior Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
‘ment has acquiesced in Hilmi Pacha’s 
jcircular limiting the duties of the 
AEuropean officers of gendarmerie in 
WMacedonia to technical instruction of 
Atheir men, and confining the right to 
> receive complaints from the inhabitants 
_, ‘0 the civil assessors, 


a ee 





*Eart PERCY: In an interview with 
sir N. O’Conor, the Grand Vizier stated 
that he was not aware that any instruc- 
tions had been sent to the Inspector- 
4 General in the sense of the alleged cir- 
", cular alluded to by the hon. Member, and 
1 the reports of Colonel Fairholme indicate 

that the British officers are receiving the 
] cordial co-operation of the Turkish 
| authorities. 


Proof Spirit in Sweets imported from 
the Continent—Restriction of Sale. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 

‘shire, W.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
7 of the Exchequer whether his attention 
@ias been drawn to the importation into 
qchis country by German and other 
Vontinental manufacturers of quantities 
4f sweets, particularly chocolates, con- 
7 aining a large percentage of proof spirit ; 
4nd whether, having regard to the 
@ianger of the sale of such articles to 
Gthildren, the Board of Inland Revenue 
A yropose to take steps to check such sale : 
ind whether he will state under what 
@oonditions, if any, such articles are 
illowed to be sold without a licence. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
'HEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The hon. Member 
vas good enough to draw my attention 
‘0 this matter by a private letter. I 
lave {been in communication with the 
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The only thing that they can dois to 
insist that goods containing an appreciable 
percentage of spirit should not be sold 
by any person not holding a spirit retail 
licence, and they are issuing warnings to 
that effect in such cases as appear to 
them to require it. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
May I ask whether a proportionate duty 
is levied on these goods ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think so. 


Alcoholifor Manufacturing Purposes. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down,S.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he has yet formulated any experimental 
scheme for the production and sale of 
alcohol for manufacturing and industrial 
purposes ; whether he is aware that alcohol 
can be manufactured at fourpence a gallon 
from such materials as bad potatoes and 
mildewed grain ; whether his attention has 
been drawn to the extent of German trade 
in this respect; and whether he intends 
to allow such spirits to be blended in 
bonded warehouses and sold as pure’ 
whiskey. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Iam 
not quite clear as to what the hon. Mem- 
ber refers. I would, however, refer him 
to Section 8 of the Finance Act, 1902. 
I may at the same time mention that I 
am considering whether it would be ad- 
visable to alter the present law which 
prohibits the sale of methylated spirit by 
retailers in quantities of more than one 
gallon. As regards the cost of certain 
forms of alcohol, and its composition, 
and the extent of the German trade in 
such forms of alcohol, I have seen state- 
ments to the effect (more or less) of those 
made by the hon. Member, but I have 
no Official information on the subject. 
And, with reference to his last Question, 
I have nothing to add to the reply given 
to the hon. Member on Wednesday the 
22nd Junet to a somewhat similar 
Question. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman get information from the 
Customs officials as to the extent of the 
German trade ? 











Board of Inland Revenue on the subject. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I do 
not think I can. They cannot get 
information as to the sources from which 
the spirit is obtained. When spirit is 
imported as silent spirit it is absolutely 
impossible by any analysis to say how it 
has been made. It is pure spirit and 
nothing but that. 


Questions. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): What is silent spirit ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Ab- 
solutely pure spirit. 


Mayor JAMESON (Clare, W.): Cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman ascertain the 
quantity of the spirit imported from 
Germany. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
I could obtain that, but I could not say 
how it was made, whether from potatoes 
or mildewed grain. I have no means of 
arriving at the sources from which it is 
manufactured. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): Have 
you any information as to the amount of 
such spirit blended in the bonded ware- 
houses and sold as whiskey ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Answer. 


Mails in County Fermanagh. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL 
(Fermanagh, N.): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he is aware that since 
May last mid-day mail bags from Belleek, 
Irvinestown, Billinamallard, and other 
places, have been abolished, while pre- 
vious to this letters could be posted early 
in the day and delivered in Enniskillen at 
2 o’clock p.m.; that, under the present 
conditions, letters posted in any of the 
places mentioned have necessarily to go 
via Omagh, and take a long time in 
delivery ; and, if so, will he consider the 
advisabilty of improving the present 
postal system in the places referred to. 


THe POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Stantey, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) : I will have inquiry made on 
the subject, and will acquaint the hon. 
Member with the result. 


{COMMONS} 
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Government Education Grant—Method of 
Distribution. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board | 
of Education whether he is new in a | 
position to make a statement relative to 
the r presentations which have been | 
made to him concerning the hardship to | 
poorer schools, and especially to country 7 
schools, likely to arise under the method 7 
of distributing Government grants to 7) 
elementary schools proposed under | 
Article 31* of the Education Code for 
1904-5, and relative also to the diffi- 
culties in registration which that proposed © 
distribution will involve. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- © 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCATION |, 
(Sir Wittiam Anson, Oxford University): 7 
The total result of the method of dis- | 
tributing grants proposed in the Code } 
would not involve a loss to local educa- § 
tion authorities, taking the country as a 
whole; but it appears that some of the 
rural counties and some of the boroughs 
would incur a small, bus an appreciable | 
loss. Iam of opinion that very slight im- © 
provement of attendance generally, and | 
some better arangement as to the attend- © 
ance of children under the by-laws J 
relating to partial exemption, would | 
cancel the losses which at present would § 
arise in certain areas if the proposed | 
change were carried into effect. But in © 
view of the fact that under existing | 
circumstances the change cannot be | 
introduced without involving these losses | 
the Board will revert to the system | 
hitherto in force; at the same time they | 
hope that in another year or two the | 
methods proposed in the Code for 1904 7 
may be brought into use without risk J 
of hardship to any local education | 
authority, rural or urban. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the hon. 
Baronet issue a Minute setting up the 
arrangement to which it is proposed 
to revert. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON: Certainly. 


Trish Agricultural Organisation Society- 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Department of Agriculture exercise any 











































































are such sums granted, seeing that this 






H societies dealing 
produce. 






ALAND (Mr. 
*;sums paid to the society have been in 
‘f respect of the remuneration and expenses 
"} of its officials whom the Department has 
“jemployed from time to time instead of 
¥ appointing additional officers on its staff. | 
7 No payments have been made by way of 












©) Department to apply its funds, with the 
+ concurrence of the 
* for the purposes of promoting agri- 
j cultural and other rural industries. 
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supervision over the annual sums granted 
to the Irish Agricultural Organisation 
Society ; and by what power and authority 


society, aided by public money, is in 
direct competition with other similar 
in Irish agricultural 


als 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
WynpuaM, Dover): The 





grant. The Act of 1899 authorises the 


Agricultural Board, 





Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) : Is the | 
right hon. Gentleman aware that this | 
society is in direct competition with | 
private enterprise all over Ireland ? 


| 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know i 

that is an accurate description, and even 
if it were I think the action of the society 
is one we ought to view with pleasure. 
The duty of the Department is to spend | 
money for the promotion of agriculture, | 
and, as I have said. it has simply employed | 
officials of the society instead of increas- | 
ing its own staff. 


| 
Land Purchase—The Macgillycuddy’s 
Estate, County Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the! 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutentant | 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Estates Commissioners has been directed 
to the sale of The Macgillycuddy’s 
Estate, county Kerry, in the Land 
Judge’s Court ; whether they are aware 
that the holding of Mr. Daniel Shea, an 
evicted tenant who has made application 
to the Commissioners already, 1s situated 
at Cleeny on this estate, and held by 
the Earl of Kenmare as a middleman 
under The Macgillycuddy ; and whether 
the Estates Commissioners have taken 
any, and, if any, what, steps to safe- | 
guard the interests of the evicted tenant. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. WYNDHAM: Proceedings for 
sale of a portion of this estate were 
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recently pending in the Land Judge’s 
Court. On the application of the owner, 
however, proceedings were stayed, and 
an order was made enabling him to 
negotiate for a sale of the whole ’of 
the property to the Estates Commis- 
sioners. The application received from 
the evicted tenant will be duly con- 
sidered. 


Questions. 


Mr. MURPHY: Can we rely on the 
right hon. Gentleman to see that this 
evicted tenant is reinstated ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have every con- 
fidence that the Commissioners will do 
their duty. 


American Duties on Irish Cured Fish. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any steps 
'have been taken by the Irish Govern- 
|ment with a view to induce the Ameri- 
/can Government to withdraw the pro- 
“hibitory tariff proposed to be imposed 
on Irish cured fish imported into that 
country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Irish Govern- 
ment communicated with the Foreign 
Office on the subject. My noble friend 
ithe Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs states that the alteration in 
the method of assessing the duty is due 
‘to a ruling by the Board of General 
Against this ruling there is 
a right of appeal to the Circuit Court 
of the district, and, under certain cir- 
cumstances, a further appeal to the 
Supreme Court It would appear that 
advantage has already been taken of 
this right of appeal, and my noble friend 
does not consider that any useful pur- 
pose would be served by making re- 
presentations to the United States 
Government at the present stage. But 
the matter will be closely watched and 
representations made when they are 


| 9 to have good results. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that this increased 
taxation is practically killing the Irish 
mackerel fishing industry ? 
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Blennerhassett’'s Estate, Kerry—Case of 
Daniel Murphy. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL :’I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion for reinstatement in his farm from 
Daniel Murphy, Dromin, Milltown, county 


Questions. 


Kerry; whether he is aware that the | 


greater part of the estate (A. Blenner- 
hassett’s Estate) on which the farm is 
situated is already purchased; that the 
present holder of the farm (Mr. Wharton) 
has no judicial title; and, if so, whether 
steps will be taken, under the provisions 
of the Land Act, 1903, to have Mr. 
Murphy reinstated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The greater part of 
this property was sold some time ago to 
the occupiers under previous Land Pur- 
chase Acts. No application has been 
received by the Estates Commissioners 
in respect of the sale of the remainder, 
nor have they received any application 
on behalf of the reinstatement of Daniel 
Murphy. 


Fishing Rights at Ballynahinch. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
water bailiffs at Ballynahinch, county 
Down, continually interfere with the 
rights of individuals fishing either with 
rod or line; and will he give instructions 
for their interference to cease. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There have, I 


believe, been several cases of interference 


by bailiffs with persons fishing legally | 
Further 


with rod and line at this place. 
inquiries are being made in the matter by 
the new Department, the result of which 
I will communicate to my hon. friend. 


Game Rights on the Clanricarde Estate, 
ounty Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in August or September, 1902, 
the Clanricarde tenants at Derrygoolan, 
county Galway, refused to allow strangers 
or poachers to trespass on their lands in 
pursuit of game, those tenants being in 
possession of their holdings for many 
years as tenants from year to year, and 
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consequently the owners of the game 
rights on their farms; that on the 12th 
| August, 1803, the same tenants again 
| refused to allow strangers or poachers to 
|shoot over their lands, although those 
| outsiders were accompanied by police ag 
| a protection force ; and whether, in view 
| of the fact that no action has been taken 
since autumn, 1902, either by the land- 
lord, Lord Clanricarde, or anybody else, 
| to contest the tenants’ right to the game 
‘on their holdings, a police protection 
| force will be refused to any party endea- 
_vouring to shoot over these lands, to 
/whom the tenants have refused permis- 
| sion. ~ Team 
| Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not informed 
of the’ particulars of events which the 
hon. Member states took ; place in 1902- 
1903. The attendance of police on such 
occasions is solely to prevent serious 
'breaches of the peace, and is not to 
prevent any person entitled to a legal 
right from asserting it in a lawful manner. 
If the tenants are the aggressors and 
remove the so-called strangers, the latter 
/can proceed civilly or criminally for 
assault. If the so-called strangers are 
| the aggressors, then the tenants can 
| proceed civilly before the County Court 
or before the magistrates for trespass in 
| pursuit of game, and thus have the legal 
| rights of the respective parties determined 
'in a Court of Law. I cannot and ought 
/not to pronounce an opinion as to the 
| rights of the respective parties, being, as 
| I am, in ignorance of the nature of the 
| contract of tenancy between the landlords 
and tenants. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Does the right hon. 
/Gentleman deny that these tenants are 
| tenants from year to year and were so 
previously to the passing of the Land 
Act of 188] ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Will you inquire 
| from the police if the statements in my 
Question are correct, and whether, also, 
an offer of 1s. per head has been made to 
the tenants for every bird killed ? 


In reply to Mr. Rocue, 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the police 
would only go to the place if there 
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was reason to believe that there might bea 
breach of the peace. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: What does the right 
hon. Gentleman think would be a lawful 
and legitimate protest under these cir- 
cumstances ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Larne Urban Council. 

4) Mx. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
")I bez to ask the Chief Secratary to the 
‘YLord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


A has received a memorial from the Urban 


7 Council of Larne (county Antrim) praying 
4 for an increase in the number of coun- 
9 cillors ; 


“ action he proposes to take in the matter. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The district council | 


has made application to the 
council for an increase in the number of 
urban councillors. 


council to consider the application and, | 


should it be of opinion that a prima facie 


case is made out, to cause an inquiry to | 
be made in pursuance of Article 26 of the | 


Application of Enactments Order. 


Belfast Corporation—Outbreaks of Infec- 
tious Disease. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: 


of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to a resolution passed by the 
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It is for the county | 


I beg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
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The Board’s Medical Inspector will, hows 
ever, make inquiries. 


Questions. 


Tobacco Growing in Ireland. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 
Walthamstow): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he can furnish particulars as to 
the arrangements made for the experi- 
mental growing of tobacco in Ireland; 
and if such experimental growing will be 
carried on in different parts of Ireland, 
so that reliable trials may be made on a 
fairly large area of ground, in four or five 
different localities, thus enabling an 
opinion to be formed as to the results in 
| different districts. 





and, if so, will he state what | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In 1900, 1901, and 
| 1902 experiments under the supervision 
|of the Department were undertaken at 
a number of selected centres in Ireland, 
‘the results of which have satisfied the 
| Department that the tobacco plant can be 
| successfully cultivated in that country. 
‘In order, however, to determine the 
possible commercial value to the country 
of tobacco cultivation, arrangements 
| were made for the growing of the crop 
/on about twenty acres in the vicinity 
|of Navan during the present year. 
| Until the Department has satisfied itself 
with respect to the actual financial result, 
it will not be in a position to consider tha 
| question of the initiation of similar experi- 
| ments elsewhere. 


Works Committee of the Belfast Corpora- | 


tion, held on 29th June, declaring that, | 
owing to the serious and periodical out- | 


breaks of infectious diseases in the City 
of Belfast, the attention of the Public 


4 Health Department be called to the | 


] present system of dumping the refuse, 


| Mr. FLAVIN: Has it been brought to 
|the notice of the right hon. Gentleman 
| that tobacco was successfully grown in 
| Tralee. Why have not the Department 
|experimented in more than one county ? 


7 which must contain germs of disease, on | 


ground intended for building purposes; | 


and whether, seeing that the system has 
been encouraged rather than repressed by 
the Belfast Corporation, he will, in the 
interests of the health of the community, 
cause inquiries to be made by the Local 
Government Board into this practice 
with a view to its discontinuance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution of 
the Works Committee is under the con- 
sideration of the Corporation. As already 
stated, the Local Government Board has 
received no complaints in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think my Answer 


covers that ground. 


Rathmines Commissioners and the Dublin 
County Council. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Local Government Board have sought the 
counsel and advice of the Law Officers of 
the Crown to guide them in their decision 
on the appeal of the Rathmines Com- 
missioners against the decision of the 
Dublin County Council. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. I stated + 
in reply to a Question by the hon. Mem- | 
ber for South Dublin on the 20th June, + | 
that the Board has authority to obtain | 
the opinion of counsel in important 
cases, and that should it become neces- 
sary to consult the Law Officers of the | 
Crown in the present case the Attorney- 
General will alone advise. 


Questions. 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why not 
the Solicitor-General? Why is the ex- 
ception made in this case ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Trawling in Muir Bay. 

Mr, SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether it has come 
to the knowledge of the Fisheries Branch 
of the Departrent of Technical and 
Agricultural Instruction that eight trawl- 
ing boats, whose decks have been seen 
strewn several inches deep with fish 
spawn, have been constantly operating 
on Sundays and week days for the past 
ronth across the entrance to Muir Bay, 
to the loss and injury to the means of 
livelihood of the local fishern-en ; has the | 
‘“Granuaile”’ yet made the long-promised 
surprise ‘visit to the neighbourhood of 
Muir Bay; and what steps, if any, does 
the Government propose to take, with 
the view of securing the fishermen from 
deprivation of their livelihood by the 
illegal practice of trawling. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The waters in ques- 
tion are closed to trawling inside defined 
limits, which are locally well known ; 
but the Department has no information 
that trawling has been carried out within | 
the prohibited area. It is giving the 
matter close attention, however, and if, 
an infraction of the law is brought to 
notice it will institute proceedings. It 
was only on the 25th June that a promise 
was given that the “Granuaile” would | 
visit the waters. The element of sur- 
prise will disappear if the hon. Member | 
presses 1re to give indications of the | 
visit’s probable date. 


Blacklion Dispensary, Enniskillen Union. 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh,S.) : I beg to | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxxvi., 491. | 
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tenant of Ireland if his attention hag 
been drawn to the report of Dr. 
M‘Carthy, made to the Local Government 
Board on the 30th May last, in reference 


| to the condition of the Blacklion Dispen- 
| sary 


in the Enniskillen Union, and 
to his statements that the rooms are 


‘filled with accumulations of old bottles 


and rubbish, and that vigorous action 
is needed to remedy this state of 
affairs, and as to the unsuitability of 
the rooms used for the dispensary for 
children and delicate and elderly patients: 
and, if so, will he take steps to compel 


the improvement of these premises, or 


insist on the guardians providing another 
house instead of that now occupied by 
the dispensary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The attention of 
the guardians has been directed to this 
report, and the Board has no reason to 
doubt they will take suitable action to 
remedy the condition of things com- 
plained of. 


Ballinasloe Union Medical Officer. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieu‘enant of Ire- 
land whether he can state on what 
grounds the Local Government Board has 
refused to sanction the increase of £10 a 
vear to £130 in the salary of Dr. Collins, 
the Protestant Medical Officer of 
Ballinasloe Union; whether he is aware 
that all the Catholic guardians are in 
favour of the proposed increase; and 
whether the Local Government Board, 
although withholding its sanction of this 
increase to an experienced Poor Law 
officer, has sanctioned initial salaries of 
larger amount for medical officers without 
Poor Law experience. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 


The Board has 


no knowledge of the religious persuasions 
of Dr. Collins and the guardians. The 


Board refused to sanction the proposed 


increase of salary, because of the small 


amount of work recorded as having been 
performed in Dr. Collins’ district, and in 


_view of the fact that his salary was in- 


creased to its present amount so recently 
as 1902. The Board, however, expressed 
its willingness to consider any reasonable 
scale of salary which might be formulated 
by the guardians, and made applicable to 
the entire medical staff of the union. 
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Every case is considered on its merits, and 
higher initial salaries have only been 
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| Mr. DELANY: I am only suggestin ; 
| what I am in a position to prove? 


allowed where they were warranted by 


circumstances. 


Mr. ROCHE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inform the Local Government 
Board that Dr. Collins is a medical officer, 
and that the increase of the salary has 
been voted by Catholic guardians. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How would the right 
hon. Gentleman like to have to live on 
£130 a year? 


[No Answer was returne1. ] 


Trish Agricultural Department—Catholic 
Clerks of the Veterinary Branch. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state how many communications 
(giving dates) were received at the Merrion 
Street offices of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, from the Catholic clerks of the 
veterinary branch since Ist April, 1900, in 
reference to their position; how many of 
these communications were registered as 
official documents, and on what dates 
were they respectively registered ; and 
on what dates respectively were these 
communications replied to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Several communi- 
cations have been received by the De- 
partment from temporary clerks formerly 
employed in the veterinary branch, and 
transferred to the new Department. Their 
religions are unknown to the Department. 
The communications were duly registered 
as official documents, and were duly 
answered. I have already replied to 
numerous Questions addressed to me re- 
specting the position of these clerks. It 
would be subversive of official discipline, 
and opposed to precedent, to enter into 
details of the character suggested by the 
hon. Member, and I must decline, in the 
circumstances, to give the information he 
desires. 


_ Mr. DELANY: Why is this disability 
imposed by the Department ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has no right to say any disability is 
imposed. 


VOL. CXXXVIT. [Fourra Sertrs. | 


Labourers (Ireland) Act—Cost of 
Registration of Title. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, in the case of lands acquired 
in fee under the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 
the Local Government Board issued a 
circular or letter to rural sanitary 
authorities, calling their attention to 
the desirability of having the title to the 
plots registered under the Local 
Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891 ; 
and whether, seeing that the average 
cost of registering the title to each plot 
is between £5 and £6, he will consider 
legislation with a view to providing for 
free registration of the title to these 
plots as of holdings purchased under the 
Land Purchase Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ have ascertained 
that no circular of the character 
mentioned has been issued by the Local 
Government Board, the Land Com- 
mission, or the Registrar of Titles. The 
maximum fees payable in the Registry of 
Titles in respect of any such registration 
as that referred to amount to 13s. only. 


The Anglo-French Convention. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
when it is proposed to exchange the 
ratifications of the Convention between 
England and France of 8th April, 1904, 
relative to Newfoundland, the Gambia. 
the Isles de Los, the Niger, and Lake 
Chad; in case the Convention should not 
be ratified, will the stipulations it con- 
tains in Articles IV. to VIII. as to the 
Gambia, the Isles de Los, the Niger, and 
Lake Chad becomes inoperative as well 
as the stipulations in Articles I. to III. 
as to Newfoundland ; and have any steps 
been, or are any being, taken to carry out 
the Articles IV. to VIII. 


The following (Questions also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [ beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury are the two 
Declarations, one respecting Egypt and 
Morocco and the other concerning Siam, 


a 








803 Questions. 


Madagascar, and the New Hebrides, 
essential parts of the Agreement with 
France represented by those two Declara- 
tions and by the Convention of 8th April, 
1904, relating to Newfoundland, the 
Gambia, and the Niger ; and is it under- 
stood between His Majesty’s Government 
and the French Government that the 
two Declarations will retain their effect 
and be carried into execution even in 
case the Convention fails to be ratified. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, have the 
Government of Newfoundland made any 
representation to His Majesty's Govern- 
ment or raised any difficulties effecting 
the rights conceded to the French under 
Article II. of the Anglo-French Conven- 
tion of 8th April, 1904, in respect of 
Newfoundland local regulations as to 
bait, fishing, or access to ports on the 
so-called French shore, or in respect of 
the policing of the fishing; and was any 
agreement come to by His Majesty’s 
Government with the Government of | 
Newfoundland on these points before the | 
Convention was signed. 





| 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | 
LORD oF tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Perhaps my | 
hon. friend will be good enough to | 
postpone, say for ten days, any Question | 
upon this subject. 
would be in the public interest that I 
should at this moment give a reply by 


way of Question and Answer across the | 


floor of the House. 


| 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does that | 


refer to all my Questions ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; they all | 


relate, more or less directly, to the Anglo- 
French Agreement, and I am inclined to 
think that it would be desirable, if my 
hon. friend sees no objection, to defer 
them for the time I have suggested. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES assented to 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but added that, in view of the 
extreme gravity of the situation that 
might arise, he would put the Questions 
down again a fortnight hence. 
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Questions.. 


Labourers (Ireland) Act 
Amendment Bill. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury what course the Government intend 
to take with reference to the Irish 
Labourers Bill; and whether they have: 
considered the desirability of referring 
the Bill to one of the Grand Committees.. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I see no ob- 
jection to referring the Irish Labourers. 
Bill to one of the Grand Committees in 
the present condition of public business. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman adopt that course. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I will ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.): 
To which Committee will it be sent ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot answer that, nor is it necessary I 
should do so at the present moment, but 
the information will be forthcoming when 
the Motion is made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Until the 
Aliens Bill is disposed of, it is undesir- 
able to send this Bill to the Grand Com- 
mittee on Law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, the 
condition of business in the Grand Com- 
mittees must be one of the governing 
considerations in determining to which 


| Committee the Bill should be sent. 


Budget Proposals affecting Stripped 
Tobacco. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
regard to the disorganisation of the 
tobacco trade and aln.ost complete cessa- 
tion of dealings in stripped tobacco, as 
shown by monthly circulars, by reason of 
proposed fiscal changes, he can expedite 
the resumption of the debate on the 
Budget proposals affecting tobacco. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am as well 
aware as my hon. friend of the incon- 
veniences which have resulted from the 





postponement of the Budget. I hope to 
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take it on the first complete Parlia- 
mentary day on which we do not take 
the present stage of the Licensing Bill. 


Committee of National Defence. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury in 
what capacity and for what reason did 
Lord Curzon attend and take part in the 
proceedings of the Committee of the 
Cabinet for National Defence; and 
4 whether there is any, and, if so, what, 
4, precedent for a gentleman without special 
naval and military experience, who is not 
a member of the Cabinet, taking part in 
} the proceedings of a Committee of the 
4 Cabinet or of the Cabinet as a whole. 


1 Mer. A.J. BALFOUR: The Committee 
% of Defence have the right, and I think a 
most valuable right, to summon to their 
councils anybody whom they think will 
assist them in their deliberations. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did Lord 
7 Curzon attend as Lord Warden of the 
Cinque Ports ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Passive Resisters. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he will hold an inquiry 
by Royal Commission or otherwise into 
the grievances of the 22,000 ratepayers 
who have refused to pay rates under the 
Education Acts of 1902 and 1903; and, 
if not, will he say what course he intends 
adopting to remove the grievances of 
those who object conscientiously to the 
provisions of these Acts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have never 
been able to understand that there were 
any grievances. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: It is well 
known that there are grievances, so I 
@ press for a further reply. 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: Itis not known 
to me. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
what action will be taken with respect to 
the 22,000 ratepayers who have refused 
to pay the rates—putting aside the ques- 
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tion whether 
grievance. 


or 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I suppose that 
rests with the rating authorities. 


The Operations in Tibet. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to sk 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Government has received any informa- 
tion this morning with reference to the 
operations in ‘Tibet. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps my 
hon. friend will put down a Question to 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for India, who is not now in his 
place. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): But is there not 
important news to-day which the House 
should have ? 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman will agree with me 
that to ask me, without notice, at five 
minutes to 3 o’clock, and in the absence 
of my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for India, to give the House an 
account of events in Tibet, is a bit un- 
reasonable. If I had had the smallest 
notice that such a Question was going to 
be asked I should have brought down the 
necessary documents. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
T thought it was not unusual, except in 
matters involving complicated negotia- 
tions, to ask a Question without notice 
on incidents occurring from day to day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not bring 
down the telegram, but if I had been 
told, even ten minutes ago, that a Ques- 
tion was going to be asked, I would have 
sent for it. But it so happens that a 
right hon. friend of mine has got it, and 
I see no reason why I should not read it 
to the House. Butof course I could not 
be expected to bring it down, and I think 
that to repeat from memory a telegram 
of such a character would be setting a 
very evil precedent. The telegram is as 
follows— 

‘* Younghusband reports that to-day he sent 
two messengers to Tibetans that signal gun 


would be fired at 12 o’clock, and that if fort 
was not surrendered firing would commence at 


212 
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_— The go YP Penlop — = No. 11, and to ask him to interpret and 
’ama—women and children were warned to - : 

leave fort. No notice was taken by Tibetans clearly define the meaning of iv. 
there, and at 12.38 firing on the fort 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not called 


commenced.” 
upon to give interpretations of the 
tpn awe Sessional Orders unless an occasion 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. arises. The hon. Member must first show 


that he is raising some question of 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | — ie 
privilege or Order. 


(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman what Votes will be Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he was 


taken to-morrow and Thursday in next raising a question of privilege on Sessional 
week, as well as the business for Friday. © # 7 nee 
? Y:| Order No. 11. That Order was as 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Irish Esti- | !ows— a 
“‘ Ordered, that tl:e Commissioners of thie Police 


mates will be taken to-morrow, the Votes ; 
being those for the Land Commission, — —— ee 
é 1; \ session of Parliameut, the passages through 
the Board of Works, and the Chief | the streets leading to this House be kept free 
Secretary’s salary. Under any circum- | and open, and that no obstruction be permitted 
stances the Chief Secretary’s salary pode SP Sg ee So ae Se 
will be the first Order at the evening Oya 
sitting. In response to the earnest re- 
quest made to ne by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East . 
Somerset, Friday will not be an allotted roadway was entirely obstructed by a 
day to the Licensing Bill, and I therefore | hose, making it impossible for him to 
propose to take the Irish Land Bill and | proceed on the near side of the road 


the reference toa Grand Committee of the | Without either going over the hose or 
Irish Labourers Bill. | waiting until the obstrxction was 


|removed. He thereupon drove on the 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I presume | off side of the road, and as soon as 
the reference of the Labourers Bill will | possible returned to the near side. When 
be the first Order : | he stated the case to the magistrate as 

/a question of privilege, the magistrate 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is pro- | dismissed the question of the Sessional 
bably a good deal to be said in favour of | Order, saying, ‘‘ We all know what that 
that. | means.” He desired to know whether 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): | hon. Members were allowed to exercise 
| that privilege conferred by the Sessional 


As the Labourers Bill is likely to be | r 1 menteige “giles 
bitterly opposed by hon. Gentlemen on, )Jrder, and to what distance the privilege 


this side of the House, will the right hon. | extended from the Houses of Parliament. 
Gentleman put that noid Ooler "| This was the first time he had ever been 


‘fined; he would have waited until the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood | Obstruction was removed rather than go 
| on the wrong side of the road, if he had 


0 @e oO a | 
wal «pesca 2 ued 7 | not believed that he was within his rights 
re /and could have free access to and from 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: As to.the| the House. He claimed that privilege 
Cunard agreement ? : ~ | as a Member of that House and as a 
| law-abiding citizen. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not yet | 
able to make any statement as to the| *Mr. SPEAKER: I think the House 
debate on the Cunard agreement. | will agree with me that it would have 
been better, perhaps, if the hon. Member 
had kept on the right side of the road. 
ACCESS TO AND FROM THE HOUSE. J do not think the House will expect me 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | to leave this to them as a question of 
ford) said he desired to draw the atten- | privilege; it seems to be an ordinary 
tion of the Speaker to Sessional Order | police case. Wherever the line is to be 


his home on 12th May, and on the near 
side of the road in Regent-street the 





——— 


He was proceeding from that House to- 
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drawn under this Standing Order, it does 
not extend to an indefinite distance from 
the Houses of Parliament—there must 
be some limits to it—and I think that, 
in the ordinary sense of the words, an 
hon. Member driving up Regent Street 
about an hour after the House had 
risen could scarcely expect to come 
within the operation of the Order. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he had 
not, perhaps, made himself clear. Mr. 
Speaker said that he ought to have 
waited or gone on the right side of the 
road; but he could not because it was 
obstructed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I only referred to 
what the hon. Member had said, that, 
finding he could not keep on the right 
side he went on the wrong side, relying 
on this Order. I said that I thought it 
would have been better if he had kept to 
the right side instead of relying upon 
the Order. 


LICENSING BILL [Ist ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


‘‘In page 1, line 9, after the words last in- 
serted, to insert the words ‘except in county 
boroughs.’ ”—Sir James Woodhouse. 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): I have to ask leave to withdraw 
this Amendment in view of the promise 
of the Solicitor-General to consider this 
question. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) moved an Amendment with the 
object of allowing the magistrates to take 
into consideration not one isolated 
reason for non-renewal of a licence, but 
a combination |of reasons, as they had 
hitherto done. He said it was desirable 
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to retain unimpaired the elasticity of 
discretion which the magistrates now 
possessed, and he wanted to insure that 
in future they should be able to take 
into consideration not one isolated reason 
for non-renewal but a combination of 
reasons. Obviously it weakened the 
power of the magistrates to insist on 
the maintenance of good order to split 
their discretion up into water-tight 
compartments. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the words last in- 
serted, to insert the words ‘ or any of the before- 
mentioned grounds in combination with any 
other ground.’ ’’—(Sir Robert Reid.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
said the Government could not accept 
the Amendment. It would be very un- 
fair to the licence-holder to tell him that 
his licence was being taken away partly 
on grounds for which he ought to get 
compensation and partly fon grounds 
for which he ought not to get compensa- 
tion, and that, therefore, he would get 
no compensation. It was impossible 
under the scheme of the Bill that such 
an arrangement could be set up. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) suggested 
that the Amendment might be modified 
so that no grounds outside those con- 
tained in the Bill should be brought in. 
That would go some way to meet the 
strong feeling on his side of the House. 
The point was this. There might not 
be strong enough evidence on any one 
single ground to justify the refusal of 
the renewal, yet the evidence on these 
grounds combined might suffice for 
taking away a licence without com- 
pensation. All they desired was to 
enable the magistrates to deal with 
the three grounds in combination. 


Str EDWARD CARSON said there 
was nothing to prevent the magistrates 
from taking one, two, or three grounds 
and putting them together, but these 
grounds ought, in fact, to exist; 
they ought not to be able! to add 
together three incomplete grounds ia 





order to make%one complete ground. 








811 Licensing 


Str ROBERT REID said the result of 
the clause was to entirely alter the 
practice of the past. A house might 
have been bad structurally or the tenant 
might have misconducted it, but there 
had been hitherto a free discretion on the 
part of the magistrates in dealing with 
such cases and by the refusal of this 
Amendment the existing practice would 
be subverted. 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) said this was a very im- 
portant point, and it was necessary the 
‘country should know what was being 
done. Justices at present very frequently 
refused the renewal of a licence on several 
grounds, and the combination of grounds 
was the ground of refusal. The Govern- 
ment’s attitude was an illustration of 
the way in which the power of the 
justices was going to be materially 
limited, hampered, and checked. In his 
opinion the compensation should be 
limited to the cases where the renewal 
was refused solely because the house was 
not required. 


Mr. GROVES (Salford, S.) hoped the 
Government would not give way on this 
point. If the licence-holder committed 
offences the magistrates would be able to 
exercise their powers as in the past; it 
was only to the point of compensation 
that the provision under discussion was 
directed. If the Amendment were 
accepted, they would, he feared, find that 
in nine cases out of ten trivial complaints 
would be combined in the manner sug- 
gested in order to depreciate the amount 
of compensation. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said he had in his mind a case that came 
before the Bench of which he was chair- 
man, in which the representative of the 
sanitary authority objected to the renewal 
of a licence on the ground that the holder 
had persistently refused to provide a 
proper water supply. The justices, in the 
exercise of the power which they at 
present possessed, gave the licensee a 
certain time within which to remedy the 
defect. He was contumacious, and it 
was only when, as a last resource, the 
withdrawal of the licence was threatened 
that he agreed to equip his house with a 
proper water supply. He feared that 
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under the clause as it stood the power to 
exercise such pressure would be taken 
away from the justices, 


Sm EDWARD CARSON assured the 
hon. Gentleman that the case he had 
mentioned would not come within the 
Bill. 


Sir ARTHUR BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) 
stated that during the past year only 210 
licences, out of a total of 99,450, were 
suppressed for duplicate reasons ; and in 
only fifty cases was the ground of non- 
requirement united with misbehaviour or 
structural deficiency. He mentioned that 
in order to show that in the past these 
considerations had not acted very power- 
fully in deciding the question of the 
renewal or refusal of a licence. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.) 
pointed out that there was nothing com- 
pelling quarter sessions to adopt this 
compensation scheme. There might be 
large districts where they would decline 
to adopt it. In that case, was it possible 
that the Government were contemplating 
arresting the action of the magistrates 
and impairing their discretion where com- 
pensation did not arise at all ? 


Sm ROBERT REID: And without 
leaving anybody else in authority to 
exercise discretion. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yes. Continu- 
ing, the hon. Member said that the 
Government by refusing to accept this 
Amendment would be crippling the 
present power of the justices. The 
Government raised, in defence of that, 
that these people were entitled to com- 
pensation, and therefore they could not 
shut them out without depriving them 
of compensation. His point was this: 
Let them take an area, the quarter 
sessions of which would not put this Act 
into operation at all. Was it not quite 
clear that this Bill would stand never- 
theless, and that it would cripple the 
present power of the justices. He knew 
that that was the object of the brewers; 
but why should it be the object of the 
Government ? 


Sir EDWARD CARSON replied that 
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proper way to put the question, but he 
was quite willing to answer the substance 
without admitting any of the deductions 
which the hon. Member had made. The 
(Juestion which the hon. Member asked 
came to this: the quarter sessions might 
refuse to adopt the compensation clause. 
If they had an area not willing to take 
away licences, what did it matter whether 
they put in two, three, or four reasons ! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: But you are 
taking power from the local justices who 
do think there ought to be a reduction. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said there, 
again, his hon. friend was entirely in 
error. Any licence-holder might appeal 
against a refusal to renew a licence. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I know. 


Str EDWARD CARSON, continu- 
ing, said, if a county had a body of 
quarter sessions who were not prepared 
to adopt the clause or reduce licences 
it would be because they thought it was 
not necessary to reduce them. At all 
events, if they had a tribunal of that 
kind with important functions, not 
merely in relation to licences but to other 
matters, they must show some confidence 
in them. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) held that the Com- 
mittee was justified in calling attention at 
the earliest possible moment to the extra- 
ordinary position in which Courts of the 
quarter sessions would be placed. It 
seemed to be suggested that they would 
have to meet beforehand to decide 
whether or not they would put the Actin 
force. As chairman of quarter sessions 
he was one of those who would have 
to administer the Act, and he was bound 
to say that their position would be 
totally different from that adumbrated 
by the Solicitor-General. In his opinion 
they would deal with each case as it 
arose and would not beforehand pass 
any resolution stating whether or not 
the Act should be enforced. But what 
would be the position if there were no 
compensation fund established? Would 
the justices not be in the ridiculous 
position of having their hands tied ? 
The speech of the Solicitor-General would 
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almost encourage quarter sessions to pass 
a resolution saying they did not approve 
of the Bill. 


Str EDWARD CARSON: The noble 
Lord has no right to say that. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
that the Bill, while setting up elaborate 
machinery for the establishment of a 
compensation fund, put in possession of 
the Court a power which, if it chose to 
exercise it, would absolutely nullify the 
measure. In any case, until the com- 
pensation fund grew, they would have 
the absurd state of things that in one 
county—a rich one—the Act would be 
in operation and in the next county—a 
poor one—it would be a dead letter. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said the point was that 
there was a possibility under Clause 3, 
that quarter sessions might not put into 
operation the levy for the purposes of 
compensation, and if they declined to 
do that they would have no fund avail- 
able for compensation for the refusal to 
renew redundant licences. But that 
difficulty might be met by making it 
incumbent on quarter sessions to raise 
a compensation fund. When that was 
done it would still be open to quarter 
sessions to refuse to confirm the decision 
of the justices in regard to any particular 
licence. ‘The position of the justices 
would not be altered. At present their 
decisions were subject to appeal. He 
azreed with the right hon. Gentleman as 
t» the vice from a temperance point of 
view of this particular clause. But they 
had debated it over and over again. 
The Government, by restricting the 
grounds upon which magistrates might 
refuse to renew licences to three—each 
of which he gathered from the Solicitor- 
General must be sufficient in itself 
as a ground of refusal—were most 
effectually crippling the powers of the 
magistrates with regard to the ex- 
ercise of their magisterial discretion. 
It was impossible to accede to these com- 
pensation proposals without modifying 
in some way the absolute discretion of 
the magistrates, but he thought the diffi- 
culty might be met in the way suggested 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon— 
by giving the magistrates power to make 
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by-laws subject to an appeal to the Sec- 
retary of State. By that method the 
trade would be protected against the 
eccentricities of “cranky ”’ Benches, to 
which the Prime Minister recentlyreferred. 
The discussion, however, was being carried 
on under the shadow of the guillotine, that 
most perfect instrument of Parliamen- 
tary despotism, of which neither political 
Party could claim an absolute majority. 
That being so, it w&s necessary to make 
the most of the time that remained, and 
not go over the same ground two or three 
times. He therefore hoped the Amend- 
ment would be withdrawn. 


Licensing 


CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) was understood to urge that the 
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word “shall” should be inserted when 
Clause 3 camesto be discussed. Quarter 
sessions would no doubt do their dut 
but he thought it advisable that the 
raising of the compensation fund*should 
be made compulsory. 


Sm ROBERT REID, in order to 
save time, asked leave.to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Leave refused, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes{ 176; 
Noes, 255. (Division List, No.’ 200.) 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Alston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galw’y 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 


Mr, Austin Taylor. 


AYES. 


| Emmott, Alfred 

| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

| Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Chritsopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
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Grant, Corrie 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy,’ Maurice! 








Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthar, Willian (Cornwall} 
M‘Crae,. George 
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Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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Austin, Sir John 





{6 Jury 1904} 


Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
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be handed over from an administrative 
body to a Court of Law. There was an 
Amendment further down on the Paper 


quarter | which provided that quarter sessions 


sessions instead of the justices of the | should act as an administrative body, but 
licensing district.” The effect of this | it did not appear to be absolutely necessary 


Amendment would be to leave the con- 
trol of the licences in the hands of the 
justices as at present. In every case the 


that the Court of quarter sessions should 
be substituted for the licensing justices at 
all. He was aware that, inasmuch as the 


justices had local knowledge of the district | area of subscription to the compensation , 


over which they exercised jurisdiction, 
and their work on the whole had been | 
satisfactory. There had been no recom- | 
mendation in either of the Reports of the 
Royal Commission in favour of trans- 
ferring the work of the justices to quarter | 
sessions. What was proposed in the Bill | 
was to remove the control from an admin- | 
istrative body and hand it over to the 
quarter sessions, who, according to the 
wording of the Act, were to act as a legal 
tribunal. If this proposal were adopted 
the real control over licences would be 
‘very much diminished, and all the ele- 
ments of discretion would disappear. It 





was not necessary for him to quote the 
‘cases upon the authority of which it 
was established that quarter sessions 
now acted as a Court of Appeal. The 


| fund was considered to be at least of a 


size commensurate with the quarter 
sessions jurisdiction, it was thought, 
therefore, that the Court of quarter ses- 
sions should be the controlling authority 
and not the licensing justices, whose area 
of subscription would be very much 
smaller. That difficulty could very easily 
be met. The Court of quarter sessions 
might easily allot the amount of money 
to be used as compensation within the 
area of the particular justices’ brewster 
sessions, and it was not necessary to trans- 
fer the whole of the licensing powers from 
the justices to quarter sessions. If 
quarter sessions had power of limiting 
the amount of compensation in any par- 
ticular area it would be perfectly possible 
to leave the actual control of each licence 


justices were not a Court at all, and!|to the licensing justices. He admitted 


it was a very grave question of principle 
whether the control of licensing should 


that quarter sessions must be introduced 
if they were to have the area of quarter 
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sessions as the area of subscription for 
the compensation fund. No doubt in 
certain cases the area over which the licen- 
sing justices had jurisdiction would be too 
small to provide adequate funds, but it 
was quite possible for the quarter sessions 
to determine what the proper amount was 
for each area of the licensing justices and 
allot that sum, and then the licensing 
justices should have jurisdiction in deter- 
mining whether a licence should be dis- 
continued or not. The proposal of the 
Government was to hand over the control 
of the licences from men who were 
thoroughly acquainted with the district 
to a body of gentlemen sitting at quarter 
sessions who were not, wno could not 
know what were the particular require- 
ments in the remote parts of the county, 
would be acting without the neces- 
sary local knowledge, and would be 
certain to discharge their duties less effi- | 
ciently than would be done by the local 
justices. If the Government could not 
accept this Amendment in its present 
form, they might at least introduce words 
in order to leave unchecked the present | 
jurisdiction of the licensing justices in their ! 
own area. If that were done, the Govern- | 
ment would remove one of the most 
serious objections to the Bill, namely, that 
the justices who had hitherto done their 
work extremely well should not have 
withdrawn from them work which they 
had every reason to believe they would 
be able to continue to do thoroughly well. 
He begged to move. 








Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out from the 
words last inserted to the word ‘shall’ in 
line 10." —(Mr. McKenna.) 


Question proposed, “That the werd 
‘shall’ stand part of the clause.” 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Doueias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said the 
hon. Member desired to leave the decision 
in regard to the taking away of licences in 
the hands of the local justices. He had 
already anticipated the objection of the 
Government, which was that the author- 
ity which dealt with the compensation 
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fund should be the authority to deal with 
the licences to be refused. The hon. | 
Member urged that a certain amount of | 
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| money should be allotted to each brewster 


s2ssions’ area to compensate licence- 
holders in cases where licences were re- 
fased on the ground of public policy. 
He submitted that that course would not 
be at all reasonable or desirable. It 
would not workin practice. There would 
be some brewster sessions’ areas where 
no, or a very small number of, reductions 
would be made; there would be others 
where the number would be considerable. 
The result would be very unequal distribu- 
tion of the benefits of the Bill. Therefore, 
he thought it would be far better that the 
trust should be vested in quarter sessions, 
and that they should be the authority. 
He believed there would be a much more 
ven distribution in that way of the re- 
duction of licences all over the county, 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said that, apart from the objections which 
had been so forcibly urged by his hon. 
friend, quarter sessions were a most 
unfortunate body to commit this 
jurisdiction to, because, since 1888, 
quarter sessions had not been an 
administrative body at all. Although 
technically, as had been pointed out, this 
was a judicial duty, still the matter was 
an administrative one. He asked the 
Home Secretary what staff quarter ses- 
sions had at the present moment in order 
to carry out these duties. Since 1888 
their stait had consisted of the clerk of the 
peace and perhaps an officer to maintain 
order in Court when quarter sessions 
were sitting. Therefore, one objection, in 
addition to those already. stated by the 
mover of the Amendment, he had to the 
proposal in the Bill was that quarter ses- 
sions would be compelled to take up ad- 
ministrative duties and appoint an ad- 
ministrative staff. That was a new ven- 
ture and one which he ventured to think 
was most objectionable. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said the machinery of quarter sessions 
had entirely gone out of use for collect- 
ing and distributing money in the way 
proposed in the Bill. The West Riding 
Sessions, with which he was most inti- 
mately associated, had passed a resolution 
to the effect that they did not see that 
they could possibly make use of the 
machinery now provided for this purpose 
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and suggested that the county council 
was the proper body to be called upon to 
collect the money, while they themselves 
would deal, under the Bill, with the money 
so gathered. In order to perform the 
duties now to be placed upon them, it 
would be necessary to appoint a number 
of officials. He had an Amendment on 
the Paper that these duties should be 
carried out by the joint committee. He 
was sure that the quarter sessions could 
not deal with the work proposed to be 
committed to them with the staff they 
now had. 
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Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
asked,*on a point of order, if it would 
be open to the Committee on subsequent 


Amendments to discuss whether quarter | 


sessions, or some other body, were to be 
the authority. 


THE CHAIRMAN: The point raised 
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Mr. CRIPPS said the present body 
was peculiarly unsuitable to be the author- 
ity on account of the area in which they 
acted being so small. That had been the 
great difficulty in carrying out any effec- 
tive scheme of licensing reform. They 
could not carry out any effective scheme 
in a small area. In the county with 
which he was associated they did try to 
carry out a scheme of temperance reform, 
and they could have done it over the 
county at large, but they found they 
could not do it by dealing only with dis- 
trict areas. In order to carry out this 
Bill effectively, it was necessary to have 
a county scheme so that the whole county 
might be properly dealt with. He thought 
the Bill did not give sufficient power to 
\the county authority. They ought to 
| give the county authority, as against the 
smaller authority, power to do something 
| definite in order to carry out a scheme 
| which would do the best for temperance 





by this Amendment is that the authority | teform. It was important to have suit- 
is to remain as it is now. If the House | able administrative areas in which the 


does not think so, it is still open to the | Magistrates might effectively carry out 
House to suggest any other authority , temperance reform. 

—the standing joint committee, a com- | 
mittee of quarter sessions, or quarter, 


Question put. 


This will not affect; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 253; 
| Noes, 182. (Division List No. 201.) 


sessions themselves. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, £.) 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
| Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
| Thomas,J. A{(Glamorgan.Gower 
| Tomkinson, James 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
| Wilson,Fred.W.(Norfolk, Mid.) 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.( Huddersfd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 
M‘Kenna and Mr. Lambert. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said he wished to move an Amendment 
which concerned the county areas, and 
which he hoped would be taken into 
consideration by the Solicitor-General 
and the Home Secretary. He was not 
going to traverse the ground already 
gone over as to the disqualifications of the 
quarter sessions, but he submitted that 
the alternative he suggested was better 
than the one contained in the Bill as it 
now stood. As the Committee were 
aware, the joint police committee wes 
elected—half by the quarter sessions, and 
half by the county council. It was a 
pretty well-known fact that in England 
and Wales the very best magistrates were 





selected to sit on the joint police com- 
mittee ; and he believed that most of the 
county council members of that com- 


mittee were themselves magistrates. The 
joint police committee had the control 
of the police, and he submitted that it 
would be a most convenient thing that 
that committee should have control of 
the licences throughout the county areas. 
He had reason to believe that his Amend- 
ment commended itself to the whole body 
of moderate men on both sides of the 
House. The Amendment, he thought, 
would do something to remove the objec- 
tion to this part of the Bill which trans- 
ferred the licensing authority from the 
local justices to the quarter session.s 
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The quarter sessions were often a very 
large body which had necessarily no local 
knowledge of many parts of the county, 
and it was admitted that the justices 
were chosen very much at haphazard 
by the Lord Chancellor. He was told 
that members of quarter sessions had 
been whipped up often on both sides 
when the granting or refusal of a par- 
ticular licence was coming up for decision. 


Licensing 


q by his Amendment. He 


4 begged 
_j move. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘shall’ 
to insert the words ‘in county areas.’”— 
(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there insertea.”’ 


Str EDWARD CARSON said that there | 
retaining the | 


They | 


were many reasons for 
jurisdiction proposed in the Bill. 
had framed the Bill so as to interfere 
as little as possible with the existing pro- 
cedure. Every alteration was _ solely 
due to the necessity of having a larger 
compensation area. In cases where, for 
non-requirement or for other reasons, the 
brewster sessions came to the conclusion 
that a licence ought to be taken away, 
they were, under the Bill, to make an 
order referring the question to the quarter 
sessions with their report; whereas, 
under the old system the licence-holder 
had a direct appeal to quarter sessions. 
That was the only difference. The reason 
why the matter had not been allowed to 
remain exactly as it was, was that the 
area of compensation furnished by the 
ordinary licensing district of brewster 
sessions would be too small. That being 
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|mitting a 
All these difficulties would be removed | 
to | 
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up a new tribunal which would have 


jurisdiction only in cases where compensa- 
tion was concerned. In other words, 


they would have in every county, the 


quarter sessions seized of one part of this 
appellant jurisdiction, and the standing 
committee seized of another part of it. 


| There was another question raised by this 


proposal, namely, the question of ad- 
representative element in 
relation to the administration of the com- 
pensation fund. If the fund were a 
public fund subscribed out of the rates, 


| or was in any way a county charge, it 
| might be argued that there ought to be 
| representation ; but, of course, this fund 
| was no such thing. 
| one particular trade to enable them to 


It was a charge on 


insure against their licences being re- 


| fused. He had always understood that 


| the objection to this particular clause 
was that it interfered with the justices ; 
but justices would be interfered with 
more by setting up a standing joint com- 
| mittee than by retaining quarter sessions. 
| The Amendment, as far as he understood 
| it, would also change what was pro- 
| posed as regarded county boroughs, 
| because it would take away from the 
| whole body of the justices there the 
| right to administer the fund in their own 
districts. That would be a great pity. 
| In giving that power to justices in county 
| boroughs he thought the Government 
| were setting up the proper tribunal for 
fot-angpentnr this fund ; and the reason 
why county boroughs were treated in 
'this way was because they provided 
| a sufficient compensation area. He was, 
therefore, unable to accept the Amend- 
| ment. 
! 


| Question put. 


so, was it not better to keep the quarter | 
sessions and the form of procedure as| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178; 
nearly as possible as it was, than to set | Noes, 265. (Division List No. 202). 


AYES. 


Abraham,William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Aherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 


Benn, John Williams | Burt, Thomas 

Black, Alexander William | Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Blake, Edward | Caldwell, James 

Boland, John | Cameron, Robert 

Brigg, John | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Broadhurst, Henry | Cawley, Frederick 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) Channing, Francis Allston 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson) Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
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Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of | 
Ellice,CaptEC(S Andrw’sBghs | 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) | 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas | 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,Rt Hn.Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Guest, Hon. [vor Charchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harcourt, RtHnSirW(Monnm’ th 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) | 
Hobhouse, RtHnH. (Somers’t,E | 
Horniman, Frederick John | 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 
Jacoby, James Alfred | 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
JorAen. Jeremiah 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel H 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn.SirH. | 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
3aird, John George Alexander | 


| 


| 


Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


{ 
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Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F(Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 


Lloya-George, David 





Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. H 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen( 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 


_ O'Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert John 
Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dum fries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 





Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 


NOES. 


Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F (Middlesex 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Bill. 


Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Maj.JEB (Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
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| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


| Stevenson, Francis S. 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 


Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,JA (Glamorgan Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,J. Lawson (Leeds, §.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) 


Wilson, Fred.W.(Norfolk Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Ellis Griffith and Mr. 
Dalziel. 


Butcher, John George 
Campbell,Rt.Hn.JA (Gasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 


| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain,RtHn J.A.(Wore. 


Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 


| Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edwara Feetham 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Coddington, Sir William 
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Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Rt.Hn.Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H.Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig.,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S 
Crean, Eugene 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross,Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Robert 
Dickson,*Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Jose ph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 
Doughty, George 
Dougias, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Heary Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon, Hn. J E (Elgin & Nairn) | 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edwara Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 
ireville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
unter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. Dulwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Stafforas.N.W. | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,SirA.(Stafford,W. ) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay | 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
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| Horner, Frederick William 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
George 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 


Kenyon,Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) | 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.N.R. 
Lee,ArthurH (Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charies W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter ( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


' Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


! Lucas ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Altred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 


| M*Fadden, Edward 


M'Iver, Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manners, Lora Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


| Maxwell,Rt Hn SirH.E.(Wigt'n | 


Maxwell, W. J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J.Scott ( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William 


Morgan DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray, Charies J. (Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


| Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway, N.) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
2K 


Bickersteth | 


Bil. 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 


| Rankin, Sir James 
| Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir Harry S.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith HC.(North’mb.Tyneside 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest ‘ 
Tuff, Charles 
Tuffnell, Lieut.-Col. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger William 


Eaward 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.) said the object of the 
Amendment he now proposed to move 
was to secure that no change in the 
machinery with regard to licensing 
administration should take place except 
on the condition that quarter sessions 
decided to levy the annual charge 
referred to in Sub-section 1, Clause 3, 
of the Bill. The root principle of this 
Bill was to attempt to reduce licences 
throughout the country, but that, in the 
view of the Government, could not be 
adequately or justly done without pay- 
ment of compensation. The Govern- 
ment had made it clear that there would 
have been no need for any change in 
regard to licensing jurisdiction had it 
not been necessary to have a compen- 
sation fund of this character for the 
benefit of those who lost their licences 
on the sole ground of non-requirement. 
The Government had more than once 
asserted that it was not their desire to 
interfere in any way with the jurisdiction 
of the local licensing justices, but that if 
it was absolutely necessary to set up a 
compensation fund then it was necessary 
for quarter sessions to decide the ques- 
tion of non-renewals on the ground of 
non-necessity. That being so, what 
possible ground could there be for any 
interference with the present powers of 
jurisdiction of the local justices unless 
quarter sessions decided to set up a 
compensation fund? It was admitted 
that there was an inconvenience with 
regard to the double jurisdiction and 
there were undoubtedly serious disad- 
vantages connected with it. He urged 
this Amendment on the practical ground 
that above all things it was desirable 
thatZevery kind of stimulus should be 
provided for uniformity of action through- 
out the country in regard to the setting 
up of this fund. It was perfectly plain 
that unless every quarter sessions de- 
cided to levy the fund the fund would 
be hopelessly inadequate to bring about 
any reduction of licences throughout the 
country. On these ¢counds he begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘shall,’ to 


insert the words ‘in the event of quarter 


sessions deciding to impose in respect of all on- 
licences within their area the charges referred 
to in Section 3, Sub-section (1), of the Act.’ ”— 
(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


{COMMONS} 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 







Sirk EDWARD CARSON said with 
regard to this Amendment he had nothing 
to add to what he had already said on a 
previous Amendment of a similar char- 
acter. He asked what reason was there 
to suppose that quarter sessions would | 
refuse to carry out their duty when this | 
Bill was passed, any more than they | 
refused to carry it out now. The whole 
argument in favour of this Amendment © 
appeared to be that they were to assume | 
that quarter sessions, when this Bill was 
passed, would refuse to administer the | 


























































law. Did not the hon. Member who @ 
moved the Amendment see that if 
quarter sessions did not set up a com- @ 1 
pensation fund what it involved ! Quarter 7: 
sessions would at some time have to @ | 
say, “We will not do our duty in the I 
renewal of licences.” They could not t 
segregate the two cases. Directly quarter a 
sessions refused to set up a compensation I 
fund they abrogated all their functions ] 
under the Bill. If the Amendment hi 
were passed it would be necessary to t 
go further and abolish quarter sessions t 
altogether, because they might decide § ti 
to set up the fund, but charge the mini- E 
mum instead of the maximum rates, 0 
and thus defeat the purpose of the fund. J se 
It they were wicked enough to do the@ of 
one thing they were bad enough todo the # It 
other. There was really no ground for J de 
treating quarter sessions in this way, w 
they had always transacted their business J dc 
properly, and there was no reason to@ ne 
suppose that they would adopt a different @ wi 
course in the future. an 
q an 
Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, J ab 
Clitheroe) pointed out that, inasmuch as J wi 
the municipal authorities were losing W! 
their rights, there would be no reduction @ Th 
of licences whatever if the quarter 
sessions refused to act. It was only 
reasonable that this provision should be 
made compulsory. The local justice] 
were most in touch with local opinion, Alle 
but there was nothing in the Bill to give @ Ash 
effect to the recommendation of both a 
Reports of the Royal Commission that 
local opinion should be consulted. The Bay 
Commission recommended that the bea 
licensing authority should be a combina- _ 






tion of the justices and elected persons 
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from the town council, but there was no 


provision of that kind in the Bill. As_ 


the powers of the borough justices were 
to be taken away, the county justices 


ought to be compelled to do something | 
recommendation of the local | 
His experience as a borough | 


on the 
magistrates. 
magistrate had not been such as to satisfy 
him that the county justices would take 


the necessary steps without pressure. | 
He hoped, therefore, the Government | 


would not refuse the concession asked 
for by this Amendment. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said the 


conditions under which the discussion | 


was being carried on did not admit of any- 
thing like free or adequate debate, but 
the matter raised by the present Amend- 
ment was of so much urgency, and the 
grounds on which the hon. Member had 
rested his case were so strong, that he 
thought the Government might give it 
a little more consideration. The pro- 
posal of the Amendment was that the 
jurisdiction at present possessed by the 
licensing justices should be retained by 
them unless quarter sessions, to which 
that jurisdiction was by this Bill to be 
transferred, resolved to set up this fund. 
He entirely demurred to the suggestion 
of the Solicitor-General that the quarter 
sessions would be guilty of any neglect 
of duty if they refused to raise the fund. 
In some counties it was in the highest 
degree probable that quarter sessions 
would not think it worth while to 
do so. In consequence of the small- 
ness of the area involved the fund 
would be wholly inadequate to effect 
any substantial reduction of licences, 
and quarter sessions might very reason- 
ably say that they would hav2 nothing 
whatever to do with the matter. 
What would be the position then ? 
The power of the licensing justices 


{6 Jury 1904} 


Bill. 838 


would have been taken away, and 
in its place a nugatory power given to 
quarter sessions ; therefore in those 
counties the whole thing would be hung 
up, and there would be no authority 
in a position to exercise a jurisdiction 
which everybody admitted to be neces- 
sary. A more reasonable Amendment 
had not, in his opinion, been proposed in 
the whole course of the discussion. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the 


argument of the right hon. and learned 
| Gentleman would be all very well if the 


local authorities had an absolute power 
to refuse licences, but they had no such 
power, as the last word already lay with 
quarter sessions. He regretted that the 
right hon. Gentleman should have said 
that quarter sessions would be able to 
ignore the Bill. But if any quarter 
sessions were in that frame of mind. if 
this Amendment were carried how many 
licences were they likely to do away with 
on the appeal of the local justices? The 
same matters would be operative with 
them, and would render the provision 
nugatory. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
did not believe the quarter sessions of a 
single English county would refuse to 
take this matter up and act. Quarter 
sessions throughout the country had long 
desired to do something in the way of 
the reduction of licences, but they had not 
possessed the power. They were now 
to have the power, and it was not likely 
that any body of English gentlemen 
would refuse to exercise it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176 ; 
Noes, 267. (Division List No. 203.) 


AYES. 


| Boland, John 
| Brigg, John 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 


Beaumont, Wentworth, ©. B. | Burt, Thomas 
Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 


| Broadhurst, Henry 

| Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
| Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


| Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow ) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
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Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomes 

Evans, SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 
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Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E.(Berwick) | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 


Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale | 
Harcourt, RtHnSirW(Monm’th 
| Parrott, William 


Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gatesheaa) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher Rt.Hon. SirH 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’M lley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert Jobn 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reday,M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 





NOES. 


Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur ; 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.Col.H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Saowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (R»dcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philip 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,s.) 
Walton, Josenh (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Ciackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wood, James 


Woodhouse SirJ.T(Huad’rsi’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Shackleton. 











Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
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Cochrane, Hon. Thos, H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt. Hon.SirJohnC.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athoie 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Curtis(Antrim,S.) | 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 


Craig, Chas. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 


Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham | 
| Johnstone, 


Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt .Hn. Sir JosephC 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon | 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohnE. | 

| King, 
A. Akers- | 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Sir Edwin | 


Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 


Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, 
Dyke, 
Egerton, 
Faber, 
Fergusson Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- | 
Fitzroy,,Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwiek,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

kn eee) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. poe sbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-( Cambs.) | 
Grenfell, William a 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hardy Laurence( Kent, Ahford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Harris Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Hon. A. de Tatton 


Goulding, 


Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W.) | 


Heaton, John Henniker 


| Jeffreys, 


| Kenyon, 


__ | Legge, 
Edmund B.(Hants,W.) | 
| Loder, 
| Long Col. 
| Long 
| Lonsdale, 

Lowe, 


Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon | 
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Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, SirA.(Stafford,W. ) 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Rt. Hn H(Somers’t, E 
Hogg Lindsay 


fotob] 


Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Horner, Frederick William 


Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred | 


| Purvis, 
| Pym, C. 
| Rankin, 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 


Heywood (Sussex) 
| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. SirJoha H. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col.W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R 


Hon. 
Evan 


Heneage 
Henry 


Col. 
Llewellyn, 


Chas. W.( Evesham) 
Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
John Boece 
Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Rt. Hon. Alfred 
John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
MW Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 


Majendie, James A. H. 


| Manners, Lord Cecil 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. 


Eskdale) | 


Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) | 


Bill. 


O’Brien, P. J.(Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard, 
Plummer, Walter R. 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Robert 

Guy 

Sir James 

| Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, 8. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Robinson, 


Brooke 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ro pner, Colonel Sir Robert 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.Fareham | se, ) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Gerald Walter Erskine | 


; | Sheehan, 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
| Lyttelton, 
| Macdona, 


Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E(Wigt'n | 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire | 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| 





| To!lemache, 
| Tomlinson, 
| Tritton, 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel SirHarry S.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Seton- Karr, Sir Henry 


Snarpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.(Renfrew) 
Daniel Daniel 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, HC(North’mb Tyneside 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lanes 

| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 
__, | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
W.F. | 


Talbot Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Henry James 
Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Charles Ernest 


| Tuff, Charles 


Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent, Col.SirC. EH(Sheffield 


| Walker, Col. 
Morgan DavidJ.(Walthamstow | 


| W elby, 
| Welby, SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. 





William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Lt.Col. .C.E.(Taunton 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said the object of his Amendment was to 
give quarter sessions the option of remain- 
ing outside the scope of the Act altogether, 
and that was a totally different question to 
the one which had just been decided. 
His proposal would enable 


see how the Act operated in other coun- 
ties. 
mencement of an Act of this kind ad- 


made, and the various authorities gained 
by each other’s experience. 
it was desirable that there should be a 
certain amount of local option. Some 


countries were much more highly licensed | 


than others, and some had not such a 
large proportion of licences. 
they were doing by this Bill was to 
absolutely close every possible door by 


which any sort of different adminis- | 
tration could be carried out as an. 


experiment in different districts in the 
future. Surely the experience of their 
Colonies, and of Norway, Sweden, and the 


United States, supplied them with a suffi- | 
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Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Avmstrong 

| Young, Samuel 

| Younger, William 


quarter | 
sessions, in cases where they considered it | 
desirable, to wait in order that they might | 


They all knew that at the com- |. : : 
E | insert the words, ‘when quarter sessions so 
eee . : | determine.’ ”"—(Mr. J. H. Lewis.) 

ministrative mistakes were constantly | 


He thought | 


What | 
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| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


counties might keep outside the sphere of 
| this Bill, and thus give Parliament an 
| Opportunity of perhaps settling the 
| question in a different way in the 
‘future. For the reasons he had given 
‘he hoped the Government would see their 
way to accept the Amendment he had 
proposed. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 9, after the word ‘shall,’ to 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the object 

of the hon. Member’s Amendment was 
to wait to see how the Bill operated 
in neighbouring counties; and he also 
| desired that there should be a general 
local option in regard to the Act alto- 
gether. The Government thought the 
Bill was for the general benefit of the pub- 
lic and he saw no reason why the prin- 
ciple laid down should not apply all 
round. On these grounds he could not 
agree to the Amendment. 


cient number of precedents to work upon. | 


They were by this measure making any | 
sort of licensing reforms impossible except | 


upon the lines suggested by this Bill. He 


particularly asked that in the Welsh | 
counties they should have in the future | 
some chance of settling this question in | 
their own way, and on their own lines. If | 


Courts of quarter sessions in Wales, 
knowing the feelings of the Welsh people, 


should decide that it would be better | 
to defer putting the Act into operation | 
in order to see whether some better | 
method could be found, which would | 


promote temperance reform, he suggested 
that some liberty should be given to 
those Courts to adopt that course. The 
fact that there was no time limit in the 
Bill made an Amendment of this kind 
all the more necessary. Had there been 
a time limit they might have looked for- 
ward to some change of a beneficial char- 
acter not altocether upon the lines of this 
Bill. He urced that the Government 
should give some measure of local option 
to the counties in order that some of the 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said that after his experience 
on the Licensing Bench he was quite 
certain that justices would object to the 
alteration proposed in the Bill. It 
would be entirely against the public 
interest and there would be considerable 
‘feeling on the part of many licensing 
| justices against putting the Bill in oper- 
ation. They should have the option as 
the Amendment proposed to remain 
/on their present footing and not adopt 
'the Bill. The Home Secretary haa 
| stated that the Bill was one to re- 
| duce licences and that that was a good 
thing. He admitted that was a good 
|thing, but it certainly was not a more 
‘important section of licensing reform 
'than some others. There were half- 
'a-dozen objects of even greater impor- 
_ tance than the mere reduction of licences, 
| and, keen as he was himself for restricting 
| the excessive use of liquor, he was certain 
that this was not a Bill which should be 


‘put in operation by a Bench that had 
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the power of effecting reforms in the 
liquor traffic in other ways. This was a 
vicious Bill and the local justices should 
have the power of not adopting it. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said it was only fair that the opinion 
of the local justices should receive some 
attention in regard to a Bill of this sort, 
which they had to administer. The 
@spirit of local option which the Amend- 
Bment proposed to introduce into the 
@Bill already obtained in regard to the 
BeEducation Act. It was a spirit which 
Bhad been found on the whole to make 
Acts of Parliament work fairly. Whether 
this Bill was good or bad was outside the 
juestion now before the Committee. The 
uagistrate who disapproved of the meas- 
ure would always be loth to administer 
it. Yet as a matter of fact Licensing 
Benches would have, after all, to put the 
Act into operation. That being so, some 
power of discrimination in this matter 
should be left to the licensing justices. 
Quarter sessions were supposed to know 
the conditions of a whole county over 
which thev administered justice, and on 
the whole it was a fair contention that. 
knowing those conditions, they would 
be in a better position than the House to 
apply the Bill. For this reason the elas 
ticity provided for by the Amendment 
should be put into the Bill. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS regretted that 
the Government could not see their 
wav to make a concession on this point, 
and all the more so because some oi the 
counties were so extremely large that 
quarter sessions might reasonably consider 
that they could not take over the powers 
of the local justices which were given 
to them by this Bill, and that they would 
prefer to see how the experiment worked 
in'other parts of the country. In his own 
county it was variously estimated that it 
would take between eighty and 100 years 
to get the number of licences down to the 
same level as in the adjoining county of 
Merioneth. In the course of the debate 
it had been mentioned that the average 
cost of a licence would be £800. He 
believed that was the figure given officially 
in a pamphlet written on behalf of the 
trade. Quarter sessions might reasonably 
say: “ We will see whether some better 


means of reducing licences cannot be got 
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than this, and in the meantime we will 
collect experience from all parts of the 
country.” If the right hon. Gentleman 
would not accept the Amendment he 
would be bound to press it to a division. 


Mr. JOHNSON (Gateshead) said he 
believed it was desirable that local jus- 
tices should have the option. in connection 
with this Bill, of waiting to get some 
experience before adopting it. He re- 
gretted that the Government had not 
accepted the Amendment. It appeared 
to him that the Government were not only 
determined to make no concessions what- 
ever, but that this Bill was to be put 
through by sheer force, and that the 
smallest attempts on the Opposition 
side of the House to minimise its drastic 
effects wer. to be absolutely ignored. He 
hoped that some concessions which would 
be likely to make the Bill workable would 
be granted. Surely the local justices were 
the best able to judge whether the Bill 
should be put in operation or not. But it 
appeared to him no discretion was to be 
given, even to the Courts of quarter 


sessions, and that they must adopt and 
carry out the Bill at all hazards. 


Mr. WHITLEY said his hon. friend 
was quite correct in appealing to the 
analogy of the Education Bill. The 
great mistake which was made in con- 
nection with the Education Bill, and 
which was having a disastrous effect all 
over the country at the present moment, 
was that the areas were too big for any 
single body to deal with. The Govern- 
ment had already acknowledged their 
mistake in that respect by adopting 
smaller areas under the Scotch Education 
Bill. In the Bill now before the Commit- 
tee they proposed to have a body which 
would rest on the advice of officials. 
The Amendment proposed that power 
should be left to quarter sessions to 
divide their administrative areas into 
districts, and to delegate their duties in 
that way. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that, after all. they wanted 
to give local authorities some option as to 
what they should do, as they knew what 
they were fitted for. A protest was made 
in Devonshire against being saddled with 
the duties of the Education Act, and now 
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the cost of administration had gone up{ question would arise later on, but it 


enormously without any increased effi- 
ciency. Who was to pay for the increased | 
staff consequent on the Licensing Bill ? 
He was certain the ratepayers in his | 
county would strongly object. The Gov- 
ernment thought the county was a sort of 
divinearea. A county could dono wrong, | 
but anything less than a county area was 
hopeless. If a county was fitted to carry 
out the duties surely it was fitted to know 
whether it should carry them out or not. 
These were entirely novel proposals and he 
would ask the Government to give some 
elasticity to county bodies as to what 
they should put in force. Owing to the 
drastic proposals of the Government 
he did not know what this Bill really 
proposed to do. Supposing the county 
justices did not put the Bill in force, 
were there any compulsory powers 


provided to compel them to put it in 


might be wiped out by closure by com- 
partments. The Amendment of his hon. 
friend was perfectly conciliatory, and if 
the Government were not proof against 
accepting any suggestion for the im- 
| provements of the Bill, which he was 
afraid they were, he hoped they would 
give a favourable ear to his hon. friend’s 
proposal. If not, it would only be 
another case of the extravagant ineffi- 
/ciency caused by this scheme of the 
sovernment, which meant something 
like centralisation gone mad. If they 
were met with a blank refusal by the 
Government they could. of course, only 
support their opinion in the Division 
Lobby. 


Question put. 


™ The Committee ‘divided :--Ayes, 116; 


force ? 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 


Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | ( 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derby shire ») 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) | 
Cremer, William Randal 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, C harlesRamsay(Galway 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 


Mr. Lambert. 


He might be told that that 


|G ladstone.Rt.Hn.Herbert John | 


Noes, 271. (Division List No. 204.) 


AYES. 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee} 

Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas avis, B.} 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames. Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.} 
| Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr) 
| Thomas J A (GlamorganGower) 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan, 
| Wason, John Cathe art(Orkney 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

W illiams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Wilson,¢ ‘harlesHenry(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
(Berwick) 


trey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Hain, Edward 
| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
| Harcourt, RtHnSirW(Monm’th 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
| Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacV eagh, Jeremiah 
M Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
| Mappin, Sit Frederick ‘Thorpe 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Murphy, Jehn Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| Newnes, Sir George | Wood, James 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) |W oodhouse,Sir J. T.(Hudd’rsf'a 
Khoo T. (Kerry, W.) 
YShaughnessy, P. J. 
| ier William 
Partington, Oswald 





| TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs—Mr. 
Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
John Johnson. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | Doxford, Sir William Theodore Knowles, Sir Lees 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel ' Duke, Henry Edward | Laurie, Lieut.-General 

f Aird, Sir John | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow c 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart | Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R- 

Arrol, Sir William | Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Lee Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

} Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W. | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Austin, Sir John Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J. (Mane’r | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Bailev, James (Walworth) | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 

| Bain, Colonel James Robert | Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Bair, John George Alexander | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Balcarres, Lord | Fisher, William Hayes | Lowe, Francis William 
saltour, Rt. [in. A. J.(Manch’r) | Fison, Frederick William Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 





3alfour, RtHn.Gerald W.(Leeds | FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 


. iF : ; Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
sanbury, Sir Frederick George | Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 


Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 




















Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) | Flannery, Sir Fortescue | Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Flower, Sir Ernest |Macdona, John Cumming 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Forster, Henry Wiliam MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Bignold, Arthur Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W | Maconochie, A. W. 

Bill, Charles | Galloway, William Johnson M‘Fadden, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry. | Gardner, Ernest | M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinburgh) 
Bond, Edward | Garfit, William M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. Majendie, James A. H. 







3ousheld, William Robert Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin & Nairn | Manners, Lord Cecil 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn) | Gordon,Maj.Evans (T’rH’ mlets | Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | \fassey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 








































Brotherton, Edward Allen Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | \faxwell,RtHn Sir H.E.(Wig’tn 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) | Goulding, Edward Alfred Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Bull, William James Graham, Henry Robert Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
sutcher, John George Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Campbell, RtHn. J.A. (Glasgow) | Grenfell, William Henry Milvain. Thomas 

Carson, R. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Gretton, John Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Cautley, Henry Strother | Greville, Hon. Ronald Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) | Groves, James Grimble Moore, William 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Gunter, Sir Robert Morgan, David J.(Walth’stow 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Hall, Edward Marshall Morpeth, Viscount 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | Yorrell, George Herbert 
Chamberlain,RtHn J.A.(Wore. | Hambro, Charles Eric Morrison, James Archibald 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton) | Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Chapman, Edward Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d Mount, William Arthur 
Charrington, Spencer | Hare, Thomas Leigh | Murray,Rt.Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th | Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. | Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Coates. Edward Feetham Hay, Hon. Claude George | Myers, William Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Coddington, Sir William | Heaton, John Henniker | Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Helder, Augustus | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W. | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. | Hickman, Sir Alfred | Peel, Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H.(Athole.) | Hoare, Sir Samuel | Perey, Earl 

Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge | Hobhouse,RtHn.H (Somers’t,E | Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) | Hogg, Lindsay Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Crean, Eugene Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside | Plummer, Walter R. 

Cripps, Charles Alfred ' Horner, Frederick William Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile | Hoult, Joseph | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Dalkeith, Earl of | Houston, Robert Paterson | Purvis, Robert 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | Pym, C. Guy 






Davenport, William Bromley- | Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Rankin, Sir James 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham | Hudson, George Bickersteth | Ratcliff, R. F. 














Denny, Colonel | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse Reid, James (Greenock) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | Remnant, James Farquharson 
Dickson, Charles Scott | Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton | Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 





Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Renwick, George 










Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. | Richards, Henry Charles q 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon | Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh | Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Doogan, P. C. | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop | Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | Kerr, John Roberts, Samuel Sheffield 

Doughty, George | Kimber, Henry | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 









Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | King, Sir Henry Seymour | Robinson, Brooke 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir Harry S( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, H.C.(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs, 
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Stroyan, John 


Tuff, Charles 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said that the object of his 
Amendment was to secure that there 
should be some provision for a systematic 
report and inquiry by the justices in 
each licensing district as regarded 
public-houses for the guidance of quarter 
sessions. The consequential part of the 
Amendment appeared on page twenty- 
eight of the Amendment Paper. He 
considered that under the scheme of the 
Bill it was necessary to transfer those 
powers from the licensing justices to the 
quarter sessions; but they should be 
careful, in doing that, not to 
unnecessarily weaken the power of the 
licensing justices. There was no new 
duty imposed under this Bill on the 
licensing justices to take any survey of 
the public-houses in their district and to 
decide which of them ought to be shut up 
and which ought to be continued. The 
great object of this Bill, as they were 
constantly informed by the Government, 
was to makea large reduction in the num- 
ber of public-houses ; and it was because 
of that consideration that many of them 
voted’ for the Second Reading. But, 
unless there was some further provision, 
that would not be done in all cases. 
In saying that he did not wish to cast any 
slur On quarter sessions, of the honour 
of which the Solicitor-General was so 
justly jealous. He had no doubt they 


would do their duty ; but that duty would | 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.{Sheftield | 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George | 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton | 


be to‘deal from time to time with the in- | 


dividual cases referred to them. Quarter 
sessions would have no initiative; and 
he contended that the only way in which 
quarter sessions could get a comprehen- 


| exact words of the Amendment; 
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, Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart , Welby, Sir Charles G. G.(Notts. 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Wilson-Todd, SirW.H. ( Yorks.) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


sive view of the conditions, and exercise 
any intelligent discrimination as to what 
public-houses should be shut, was to 
provide within the four corners of the 
Bill for a proper and systematic inquiry 
by the justices in every licensing district, 
who were the people best acquainted 
with the facts. It was most important 
that quarter sessions before they pro- 
ceeded to administer the compensation 
fund should have a comprehensive report 
such as he proposed. Otherwise, there 
would be certain to be greit irregularity, 
which would be undesirable. There 
ought to bea proper and systemat’c 
report. He had an Amendment further 
on to provide that the justices of every 
licensing district should, at their general 
licensing sessions, or an adjournment 
thereof, to be held in the year 1905, 
and in every third subsequent year, 
inquire into the needs of their district 
and the number and character of 
the licensed houses therein, and should 
make a report to quarter sessions 
stating the particular on-licences (if 
any) which in their opinion ought not 
to berenewed, and any circumstances 
affecting such licences or the holder 
thereof which might |e material to the 
renewal or to the value of such licences. 
If that could be secured, then, and only 
then, would quarter sessions be able to 
take a comprehensive view of their duties 
and decide what was best in the interests 
of temperance. He did not insist on the 
but he 


hoped the Government would insert an 


Amendment to Carry out his object. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘shall’ to 
insert the words ‘subject to the provisions of 
this section for inquiry and report by licensing 
justices.’ —(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


! Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that any 
Amendment moved by his right hon. 
friend would naturally receive the fullest 
consideration from the Government. He 
was not sure, however, that he quite 
understood the Amendment except in a 
general way. He understood it to mean 
that quarter sessions should every 
three years take a fullsurvey of the whole 
situation. What. wasto follow? Ifthey 
had to wait until this survey was made 
every three years in order to see what 
action should be taken, this would mean 
a revolution in the present annual system. 
At present there was annual revision, 
which, he submitted, was a much better 
system, for it enabled ,the licensing 
authorities to carry out the wishes of the 
justices in each district as far as they 
were agreed. He could notsee, therefore, 
what was to be gained by changing the 
system. The Amendment gave quarter 
sessions powers of initiation which they 
did not now possess, and he thought that 
the annual revision was _ preferable. 
The point he did not understand was 
what action would be taken in the interval 
between the triennial periods. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said that 
there was nothing in his Amendment to 
prevent a report in any year. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said it would 
be open to the justices to take a survey at 
any period, and report to quarter sessions. 
He did not really think anything would 
be gained by the Amendment. They did 
not intend to interfere with the licensing 
justices further than was necessitated by 
the principles of compensation. It would 
beimpossible, without changing the whole 
licensing law, to take away the annual re- 
Vision; and there would be no difficulty 
in the licensing justices surveying their 
districts and reporting to quarter 
sessions. He had not the least objection to 
confer with the right hon. Gentleman. 
This was a matter which did not go to the 


principle of the Bill and he would have - 
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pleasure in meeting his hon. friend, if he 
could, by drafting an Amendment which 
would carry out the object he desired. 
He might say that there was a similar 
Amendment further down on the Paper 
in the name of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Ripon, which he was 
prepared to accept, which had in view 
that the progress of quarter sessions 
should be steadily kept under review. 
That seemed to him to be an important 
Amendment, keeping strictly in view what 
was being done, and an Amendment which 
he was prepared to accept. So far as the 
wording ot this Amendment was con- 
cerned,while he did not say an Amendment 
of this character ought not to be accepted, 
it gave greater power of control to quarter 
sessions, and that being so he could not 
accept it. 


Mr. CRIPPS said, though they 
were grateful to the Solicitor - General 
for what he had said, that he could not 
help thinking the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had not entirely apprehended what 
this Amendment sought to do. The under- 
lying idea was to obtain a triennial or 
annual review, of the licences of each 
district. He agreed that it should be an 
annual review but that was a detail 
which did not go to the basis of the 
Amendment. In order that the county 
authority should do its best and make 
the best of the compensation fund, it 
would be necessary to work on what 
might be called a county scheme. They 
had to see what had to be done in the 
county area in order to see how the 
fund could be worked to the best ad- 
vantage, and how could a county scheme 
be arrived at without making the county 
authority the initiating authority for this 
reform? What his right hon. friend 
proposed by his Amendment was not to 
interfere with the main principle but to 
so modify it as to obtain the knowledge 
of the local authority, so as to enabl> the 
county authority to use the compensa- 
tion fund to the best advantage, and he 
proposed to do so by asking the local 
Bench of each district to send are port to 
the county authority of the needs of 
the district. If that were done the 
county authority would be able to get 
out a good county scheme because they 
would have the local knowledge 
which every one desired they should 
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have. Instead of having to rely 
on a chance objection made by 
an individual they would be able to 
ask each particular bench of magistrates 
to draw out the scheme which they 
thouzht best for administering the Bill in 
their own particular district. When the 
local justices had done that the county 
authority could act on the full informa- 
tion coming from these local authorities 
and the fund would be allocated to its 
true purpose. He asked the Solicitor- 
General, therefore, to say that, if a scheme 
could be evolved which woull at once 
preserve the power of the licensing magis- 
trates of the district and at the same time 
ensure that the quarter sessions had proper 


information to deal with the fund in the , 


best possible manner under a county 
scheme, an Amendment should be in- 
troduced to bring together those two 
desirable objects. Every one interested 
in this licensing question would agree 
that this would be a great administrative 
reform and that it would enable this 
Bill to be carried out in a broad and at 
the same time a most economical manner. 
On these grounds he supported the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he hoped 
the Solicitor-General wouldintroduce some 
words into the Bill to give effect to the 
principle of the Amendment of his right 
hon. friend. The Bill as it stood was in- 
complete without the acceptance of some 
such Amendment as that. The Solicitor- 
General had assumed that there was at 
the licensing sessions at the present time 
a review of licences with a view of ascer- 
taining where licences were redundant. 


Smrk EDWARD CARSON : I say they 
have the power. 


*Mr. DUKE said he had no doubt of 
that, but what he desired was that they 
should not only have the power, but that 
they should also be reminded of their 
duty. Ifwords were not put in to im- 
press upon the justices the necessity of 
considering whether there were, or were 
not, redundant licences in their district, 
this Bill would fail in its object. All 
that was desired by the hon. Member 
for East Somersetshire was that some 
words should be introduced which 


Mr. Cripps. 
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would make it the duty of the licensing 
justices, either annually or at some other 
period of time, to consider whether there 
were in the district redundant licences and 
what ought to be done with those licences 
The concession which the Government 
had made with regard to the imposition 
upon quarter sessions of the duty of re- 
porting to the Home Secretary was the 
strongest possible argument in favour of 
putting upon the licensing justices the 
duty of reporting to the quarter sessions. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said he desired to support the Amendment, 
but from a different point of view from 
that of the mover of it. What he hoped 
would result from this discussion was that 
that stimulus would be applied to the 
local justices which, notwithstanding 
what had been said as to their extreme 
energy, was requisite looking to the 
infirmities of human nature. As _ the 
general desire was to remove all 
redundant licences it must be made 
not only permissible for the local 
justices to remove them, but a 
stimulus must be applied to ensure that 
they should do so. It was for the 
reason that he desired to see the stimulus 
applied that he supported the Ament- 
ment. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) asked 
whether, in view of the strong feeling on 
the Government side of the House that 
something in the direction of the Amend- 
ment should be carried out, the Solicitor- 
General would undertake to introduce a 
clause. If the matter were postponed to 
the Report stage, there might, in conse- 
quence of the arrangement of new clauses, 
be some difficulty. 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON was not sure 
that he yet understood the object of the 
Amendment. It appeared to be an 
attempt to enlarge the power of quarter 
sessions. Under the Bill the licensing 
iustices were the persons to select the 
houses to be sent up to quarter sessions. 
They were bound to do that each year. 


Mr. DUKE pointed out that there was 
no,obligation in the Bill. 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON said that 
neither was there any obligation upon the 
licensing justices now. This was a new 
complaint. Hitherto the point he had had 
to meet was that the Government were 
taking away powers of the licensing 
justices, but the case here was different. 
If the selection was left to the licensing 
justices, how, by sending up a report to 
quarter sessions, could they effect any- 


thing unless the initiation was left 
to quarter sessions? He did not think 
the Amendment was necessary, but 
if the object was to make it 


clear that it was for brewster sessions to 
select the cases and for quarter sessions 
to say whether they agreed or disagreed, 
he was quite willing to try to meet that 
view. Under the Bill quarter sessions 
would have a report from, and a consul- 
tation with, the licensing justices, and he 
failed to see what further assistance in 
coming to a conclusion would be given 
by the Amendment. There was also the 
question of expense. If each year the 
livensing justices were to send up a report, 
not merely of the houses which they sug- 
gested should be taken away in that year, 
but of all redundant houses, leaving it to 
quarter sessions to make a selection, not 
only would that be a greater infringe- 
ment upon the rights of the licensing jus- 
tices than the Bill now made, but it 
would be necesazry for every person 
interested in each one of those houses to 
appear annually before quarter sessions, 
although probzbly less than one-tenth of 
the houses would be dealt with in any 
particular year. That would be almost 
a prohibitive matter from the point of view 
of expense. If it was thought to be any 
advantage that the local magistrates 
should make the same annual report to 
the Home Office, and that that Depart- 
ment should distribute it to quarter 
sessions, he was willing to include that 
in the Amendment he had promised. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he was 
afraid that would not meet the case. 
His object was that quarter sessions 


should have from each district not only | 


a report as to the particular houses which 
were proper subjects for immediate action, 
but full information as to the other houses 
which it would be advisable to get rid of 
in the future, so that they should not 
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dissipate all their money at once. He 
was sure that was an object which the 
Government could secure if they liked. 
This subject would not be discussed on 
Report owing to the very stringent rules 
which had been laid down, and he was 
very much afraid that a mere conference 
would not produce that effect which 
would cause the suggestion to be ac- 
cepted. 


*Mr. TALBOT said that after hearing 
what the Solicitor-General had said he was 
thoroughly satisfied. He was of opinion 
that these powers which the justices had 
possessed had not always been operative 
forces in the country, and he thought 
it would require a considerable amount 
of pressure on the local justices to 
make sure that they would put this 
provision into operation. The Solicitor- 
General had promised to provide that it 
should be the duty of the licensing justices 
to report to the Home Office what they 
had done under the Act, and probably 
that would give that stimulus to putting 
the Act into operation which he desired. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he did not 
know whether his right hon. and learned 
friend appreciated the fact that this Bill 
gave no stimulus whatever tothe licensing 
justices to take a survey of the needs of 
the district every vear. Clause 2 pro- 
vided that the licensing justices were to 
report on the question of the renewal of 
any particular on-licences. A concrete 
illustration of what had happened in 
Liverpool was valuable as a forecast of 
what was likely to happen under this 
Bill. In Liverpool they took a number 
of areas where the property had been 
demolished, and year by year they con- 
sidered the redundancy of licences in 
those areas. After extinguishing a 
number of licences in any particular area 


they did not trouble that district again 


for some time, and possibly would not 
touch any more licences in that district 
for many years. That was a illustration 
of how this Bill ought to work if any 
good was really going to be done. His 
hon. friend had stated that in the past 
some benches of magistrates had been too 
active while others had not been active 
enough. What he desired was to give 
the necessary stimulus to the licensing 
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justices to bring their efforts up to the 
requirements of temperance reform by | 
directing them to take a survey of the 
whole needs of the area. | Noes, 251. 
AYES. 
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| Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
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Evans, Sir Fran. H.(Maidstone) | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Morpeth, Viscount 

Eve, Harry Trelawney Moss, Samuel 

Fenwick, ee Moulton, John Fletcher 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 192; 
(Division List No.205.) 
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Austin Taylor. 
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* Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—NSir 


Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 





Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.) said he did not propose to move the | 
Amendment standing in his name. He | 
thought it was desirable to support the | 
Amendment to be proposed by the hen. 


Member for Huddersfield. 


*Str JAMES WOODHOUSE - said 
he wished to move in line 9 of | 
Clause 1, after ‘in,’ to insert “a! 


committee, one-half of whom in every 
case shall be elected by the justices of the | 
licensing distr ct from their own number, | 
and one-half by the county council from 
their own number.” He said that this | 
Amendment raised the question of the in- 
troduction of some representative element | 
in the constitution of the authority which 
would have to deal with licences. He 
was fortified in submitting the Amend- 
ment by the fact that the principle re- | 
ceived the support of both the Majority | 
and Minority Reports of the Royal | 
Commission. He also claimed that the 
Scottish Act of last year contained 
precisely the same suggestion he was 
making. What was good for Scot- | 
land ought to be good for England. 
Apart from that, the introduction of the 
representative principle was thoroughly | 
justified by the fact that the ratepayers 
had to pay for the consequences of 
intemperance in the shape of increased 
police rates and poor rates and all the | 
consequences that flowed from the | 
excessive us? of intoxicating drinks. The 
ordinary principle of self-government, | 
namely, that what the ratepayers had to 
pay for they ought to have some right to 
control, should be observed in this matter. 
As long ago as 1835 the House of Commons 
sinctioned that principle, when the 
Municipal Reform Act of that year was 
under discussion, by a large majority. 
The House of Lords rejected the proposal, | 
but the view of the House of Commons | 


to a judicial body. 


was that the whole question of licences 
should be placed in the hands of municipal 
corporations. Further, the Conservative 
Government, when the Local Government 
Act was being considered in the year 


| 1888, proposed to give a committee of 


the county council power to deal with 


licences, so that he had these precedents 


in support of h's Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘* Tn page 1, line 9, to leave ont from the 
word ‘in, to the word ‘ but,’ in line 10, and 
insert the words ‘a committee, one-h ulfof whom 
in every case shall be elected by the justices of 
the licensing district from their own number, 
and one-half by the county ecouneil from their 
own number.’ ”’—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
‘quarter sessions’ stand part of the 
clause.’ 
or THE LOCAL 


THe PRESIDENT 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 


Long, Bristol, 8.) said that the Govern- 
ment were unable to accept the Amend- 
ment. The hon. Member had referred 
to what took place in 1888, when the 
Conservative Government proposed to 
make a committee of the county council 
the authority toadminister licences; but 
the authority of 1888 was based on 


| different principles from those which they 


were now proposing; although he admitted 
now proposing; although he admitted 
that if the proposal of the Government 
of 1888 had been accepted a great many 
of the existing difficulties would not 
have arisen. The Amendment was wholly 


‘at variance with the principle followed 


in drafting the Bill, which had been to 
make as little change as possible in the 
existing system and to leave the decision 
There were differ- 
ences of administration in counties and 
boroughs, but as closely as possible the 
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Bill kept to the existing system. The 
Amendment would mean a radical 


change in the existing system, and such 
was not intended. Really the changes 
made by the Bill in the licensing system 
would be small; if the justices refused 
a renewal of a licence to an applicant, 
the ultimate decision would rest with 
the quarter sessions as a judicial body. 


Sirk JAMES WOODHOUSE: That 
would not apply to county boroughs. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There were 
points of difference in administra- 
tion between the county boroughs 


and the county councils. The Govern- 
ment had endeavoured to keep as nearly 
as possible to the existing system, and 
to leave to the magistrates the decision 
of the matters in question. The proposal 
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of the hon. Gentleman would involve a 
complete change in the existing system, 
because instead of these cases being 
referred to quarter sessions they would 
be referred to a committee, half of whom 
would be elected by the licensing justices 
and half by the county council. They 
proposed to give to the body in which the 
power now rested the right to say what 
licence should not be renewed and the 
exercise of that right accompanied by 
compensation to be provided by the 
trade itself. The Amendment would be 
a radical departure from the proposals in 
the Bill; and he, therefore, hoped the 
Committee would not accept it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; 
Noes, 151. (Division List, No. 206.) 
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*Mr. DUKE said he had_ been 
astonished, not to say dismayed, to hear 
the President of the Local Government 
Board assume as a fact that the quarter 
sessions in discharging the duties to be 
discharged under this Bill would act as 
a judicial body. Everyone conversant 
with the duties of quarter sessions 
would know that they had two separate 
and distinct sets of duties, one of 
them administrative and the other 
judicial. There was no difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing between the administrative 
duties which had devolved on justices 
by the practice of centuries and the 
operation of Acts of Parliament and 
their judicial duties which were of quite 
a different character. It was essential 
that Parliament should decide whether 
the duties devolving on quarter sessions 
through this Bill, which was an 
administrative measure, should be per- 
formed by quarter sessions as a judicial 
or an administrative body. He sub- 
mitted that these administrative duties 
should be performed by quarter sessions 
as an administrative body. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee ,report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


| that 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wilson, Fred.W.( Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 
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(Cumberland, 


Clause 1 :— 


*Mr. DUKE, continuing his speech, 
contended that if the Bill were examined 
it would be seen that it was impossible 
that it could have ever been intended 
it was to be administered on 
judicial principles; there was no con test, 
and the whole matter was one of ad- 
ministration. There could be no judicial 
decisions, no parties and no dispute which 
required a tribunal or procedure to deal 
with them on judicial lines. He asked 
the Government to consider whether 
there were not some means by which 
they could define the powers which the 
justices were to exercise. If some were 
to be judicial let them be selected and 
declared to be powers to be administered 
judicially. But having regard tg the 


fact that the major part of these powers 


were purely administrative powers, he 

asked the Government to make the 

matter clear in the Act. If they did not 

make it clear that the whole of the 
2L2 








871 Licensing 


powers were administrative and were to 
be exercised with the freedom with which 
administrative powers were exercised by 
administrative bodies in this country, at 
any rate 
judicial powers were and leave the local 
authority free to administer the adminis- 
trative powers. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘sessions,’ 
to insert the words ‘acting as an administrative 


body.’”—(Mr. Duke.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said so far as | 


he could see this discussion was purely of 
an academic nature. There was no doubt 
that many of the duties to be performed 
were purely of anadministrative character. 
It could be gathered from the Bill, with- 
out setting out the fact, that quarter 
sessions was acting as an administrative 
body. His hon. and learned friend was 
correct in saying that many of the duties 
of quarter sessions under this Bill would 
beadministrative. Licensing and setting 
up the compensation fund were purely 
matters of administration, but there were 
other duties cast on quarter sessions by 
this Bill which could not be described 
as other than judicial. In all cases 
of appeal from the licensing justices 
and in all matters specified in the first 


sub-section they would act judici- 
ally. A licence-holder who was 
refused a renewal might appeal to 


quarter sessions, and there again they 


would have to act in a judicial 
capacity. The licensing authorities 
might report that there were too 


many licensed houses in the district, and 
in that case a licence-holder whose licence 
was to be extinguished had a right to 
appeal to quarter sessions and say, “ Itis 
quite true that you say my licence ought 
to be taken away but I dispute that.”’ Such 
a thing as that would constitute the very 
case which his hon. and learned friend said 
would necessitate a judicial decision, in- 
asmuch as there would be a dispute 
between the parties. Quarter sessions 
were also entitled to hear other parties 
interested, which would include the jus- 
tices who made the order. To draw a 
distinction between one set of cases in 
which they would be acting in a judicial 


Mr. Duke. 
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| capacity and another set of cases equally 
| important, as leading to the same result, 
-and to lay it down that in the latter 
they must act in a purely administrative 
character, would be a monstrous thing to 
do. 


*Mr. DUKE asked the Solicitor-General 
would the quarter sessions administer the 
principles of law or doctrines of equity } 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: said they 
would administer both. The insertion of 
the words “acting as an administrative 
body” would leave it open to quarter 
sessions to say in regard to particular 
matters that although they had litigants 
and-advocates before them and had to hear 
evidence, they, nevertheless, were not act- 
ing in a judicial capacity. The important 
thing was to know what duties were im- 
posed, their nature, and how they were to 
be carried out. There would be nodifficulty 
in determining, where necessary, when 
quarter sessions were acting judicially and 
when administratively. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
noted the statements of the Solicitor- 
General that in accordance with the Act 
of 1902 the justices would still be heard 
upon these applications, and that in deal- 
ing with the personal and public rights 
involved there would be an oppor- 
tunity for legal assistance, if necessary, 
in determining what were essentially 
judicial questions. He could not, 
however, follow the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman in his distinction 
between the administrative and judicial 
functions of quarter sessions. The ap- 
pointment of the compensation fund 
provided not by the State or the public, 
but by the whole body of licence-holders 
themselves, the want of which had been 
one great obstacle to temperance reform, 
and the cessation of which, under a time 
limit, would, he felt as a magistrate, be a 
new and even greater impediment to such 
reform, which he heartily favoured, but 
for which personally he relied more upon 
education than upon _legislation—was 
administrative; but the private question 
whether a licensee should or should not 
have his licence renewed, and the impor- 
tant public question whether the licence 
should or should not be renewed in the 
public interest owing to an excess of 
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licensed houses in the district, was as 


clearly a matter of justice and to be | 


judicially determined by the magistrates, 
who had always been bound, in law, 
not to act merely arbitrarily, but 
to exercise a real judicial discretion. 
The insertion of the words now 
proposed would be restrictive of the 
operation of the Bill. Two great ques- 
tions would have to be dealt with 
judicially—first: Whether a licensee 
ought to be deprived of his licence on 
public grounds ; and, secondly: Whether 
a particular house was required or not. In 
the former a private, and in the latter a 
public interest was concerned. The 
calculation of the compensation might be 
an administrative act, but it was merely 
a corollary of what quarter sessions must 
have previously determined judicially, 
viz., whether or not a licence should be 
renewed. The determination on the 
report of the local justices would fre- 
quently involve very important judicial 
considerations. As to the Bill derogating 
from the power of the local justices, he 
believed that a formal reasoned report, 
which would always be before quarter 
sessions, would have more influence and 
be more difficult to displace, because the 
onus of displacing it would be cast upon 
the virtual appellant. There ought to be 
in the future as there had teen in the 
past a judicial determination of questions 
which were still really to be the subject 
of an automatic appeal. He hoped, 
therefore, the Bill would not be restricted 
by the insertion of the Amendment, which 
would restrict the duty owed towards 
both the publican and the public, each 
of whom were entitled to justice, and he 
noted from the speech of the Solicitor- 
General that the practice before the 
magistrates at brewster sessions would 
be maintained intact, and also that the 
parties interested and the local justices 
would still be entitled to legal assistance 
on such judicial points at quarter sessions, 
while in the county boroughs the aboli- 
tion of any appeal to the quarter sessions 
for the county was an unquestionable 
concession to a long-standing grievance. 
Compensation, the fund for which might 
well have been made more adequate, and 
in which alone, and not in the licence, 
any vested interest was created, was the 
corollary of the refusal to renew, was 
thus administrative. but there was a 
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previous question to be determined, 
renewal or non-renewal, and this was a 
judicial one from both points of view. 
But, it was contended, that the new 
practice would derogate from the powers 
and influence of the local justices. As to 
this, and as both a county and a borough 
magistrate, and a former legal practitioner 
in licensing cases on each side as to 
renewal or non-renewal and as to new 
licences, he respectfully but strongly 
differed. For, under the existing prac- 
tice, the right of appeal from brewster to 
quarter sessions against non-renewal on 
the ground of excession of number of 
houses was absolute and practically 
always exercised. And the change pro- 
posed to be made in the case of such non- 
renewals was really an automatic appeal. 
With this difference, that the local 
justices, who, it had been legally decided, 
should not be represented on the appeal 
except under special circumstances, who 
were sometimes represented and some- 
times not, and who, it was understood, 
would still retain any right to appear, and 
under the Act of 1902 would also be em- 
powered to make a written and reasoned 
report to quarter sessions in every case of 
non-renewal on public grounds of excess 
of number of houses; and, whether the 
justices were represented or not, this 
report would always be read and 
largely referred to. Now, as a magis- 
trate, he felt that such a report from a 
competent Court would receive more 
respect than any mere ex parte advocacy, 
inasmuch as it would be founded on 
local knowledge and experience, while 
it would be adjudicated upon by an inde- 
pendent judicial tribunal. It would, of 
course, be treated, as all such Court reports 
were by appeal tribunals, with respect, 
while it would have the effect, which ad- 
vocacy on a rehearing never could have, of 
casting the onus of displacing it upon 
the party who impeached it, a legal 
consideration the importance of which 
any magistrate or practitioner would 
appreciate. And this was clearly not an 
administrative matter, but one which he 
himself and other magistrates, would 
always seek to determine as a judicial 
question"and by the exercise of an im- 
partial discretion, after hearing the 
justices’ report, and that the parties, 
including the local magistrates, had to 
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say upon it; and surely this was no | having no power to determine the matter 
reduction of such magistrates’ powers, | themselves, would send it toa committee 
but, so far as it was more than an | of their own members to decide finally, 
automatic equivalent of the existing | so that, according to the Solicitor-General, 
absolute right of appeal to quarter | the whole body would be an administra- 
sessions, rather an increase of power | tive body, while the committee of the 
than otherwise. But all this was essen- | larger body would be a judicial body, 
tially judicial, not merely administrative, | Anybody who had had experience of the 
and such being the case he must oppose | working of the licensing law would be 
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the Amendment of his hon. friend. 


*Sirn JAMES WOODHOUSE supported 
the Amendment, which he submitted 
Clearly declared the law as laid down by 
the highest tribunals in the land—viz., 
that the determination of the question of 
the renewal of a licence, on the ground of 
non-requirement, was an administrative 
and nota judicial act. The only reason 
which had been avowed for vesting this 
duty in quarter sessions was that thev 
were to dispense the compensation fund, 
but as an administrative and not as a 
judicial duty, so that no ground had been 
alleged for turning the tribunal of quarter 
sessions from an administrative into a 
judicial body in that sense. The report 
was to be sent from the licensing justices 
to the quarter sessions, not as a Court of 
Appeal, but as an authority who were to 
deal with it as an originating and deter- 
mining body ; and he submitted that there 
was a broad distinction between quarter | 
sessions hearing an appeal, and deter- | 
mining a matter as an originating body | 
with sole power to decide. The moment | 
the question was considered in connection | 
with a county borough the absurdity of | 
the position became apparent. In county | 
boroughs the whole body of justices. | 


|compelled to agree with the hon. and 
learned Member for Plymouth. 


Mr. H. OC. RICHARDS = (Fins- 
bury, E.) agreed that there were 
times when quarter sessions had to act 
in an administrative capacity, but he 
thought the case which had been put 
forward demonstrated that when it was 
a question of dealing with the report of 
a committee, consisting practically 
of a minority of the magistrates of a 
county borough, they were bound to act 
in a judicial capacity. The hon. and 
learned Member for Plymouth had at 
any rate made out a case for a clear 
definition, although possibly the present 
was not the occasion upon which the 





| Solicitor-General would prefer to give it. 


Quarter sessions had to determine the 
number of licences to be sacrificed, and 
they could not be said to be acting in a 


strictly judicial capacity until they had 


actually singled out the individualvictims, 
and then every person interested ought 
to be heard. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 132; 
Noes, 124. (Division List No. 207.) 
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Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
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Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan,W. , O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
Kilbride, Denis | O'Doherty, William 

Kitson, Sir James | O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Lambert, George | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Langley, Batty | Parrott, William 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John N. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipmap, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Moss, Samuel Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Newnes, Sir George | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William —‘! Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid Cornwall) 
Leese Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M'Kenna, Reginald 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley. Charles (Breconshire) 
Morpeth, Viscount 





NOES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Arrol, Sir William | Dalkeith, Earl of 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Crean, Eugene 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. | Davenport, William Bromley- | 


| Davies Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Austin. Sir John 

Bagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. ) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos, H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cox. Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby- (Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 





Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 








Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart | 


Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry | 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,J. A.(Glamorgan,Gowe) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Yoxall, James Henry 


AYEs—- 
James 


THE 
Sir 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Duke and 
Woodhouse, 


Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel 
| Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow ) 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R 
| Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
| Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S ) 
| Lowe, Francis Wi!liam 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 
| M'Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh.W 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH.E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. } 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt.Hn A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Co]. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Dowd, John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Hens, Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir Harry S.(Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith H.C(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 








Bul. 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. SirC. FE, H.(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NogES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH moved to 
leave out the words ‘instead of” and 
insert ‘sitting with.” According to the 
Bill the justices of the licensing district 
would have the position of a committee 
against whom there would be an appeal 
to quarter sessions. It might happen 
that the licensing justices declared by a 
large majority azainst a renewal, and their 
decision mizht be reversed by quarter 
sessions by a bare majority, and his 
object in providing that licensing justices 
should sit with quarter sessions upon the 
hearing of the appeal, was that the 
authorities having local knowledge should 
also have a voice in determining the 
question. He trusted that the Solicitor- 
General would, at any rate, be able to 
accept the substance of his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words 
‘instead of. and insert the words ‘sitting | 
with.’"—(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 

Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 








Srr EDWARD CARSON said he could 
not accept the Amendment; it would be | 
absolutely impossible that the justices of | 


every licensing district should sit at 
quarter sessions. Licensing justices 
would, in fact, have great influence, for 
they would have the initiating power to 
bring about the withdrawal of a licence 
and quarter sessions would not. That a 
decision by quarter sessions might be 
given by a small majority was true, and 
the same thing happened in the High 
Court; he had recent experience of a 
decision being upset in the House of Lords 
by a majority of one. That had to be 
accepted and an exception could not be 
made in a case of this kind. The hon. 
and learned Member said that the licens- 
ing justices would have no voice in the 
matter; but he wished to point out that 
they would have a great voice because 
quarter sessions would have no _initi- 
ative, and the licensing justices would 
have to select those licences which they 
thouzht ouzht not to bz renewed. There- 
fore it was not quite accurate to say that 


| they had no voice, and his hon.and learned 


friend would therefore see that the matter 
was not really so bad as he had made out. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; 
Noes, 128. (Division List No. 208.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. H 


Austin, Sir John 


Aubrey-Fletcher 


on. John Bain, Colonel James Robert 
, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | Baird, John George Alexander 
| Balcarres, Lord 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRey | Balfour.Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
| Bailey, James (Walworth) | Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
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Banbury, Sir Frederick George Groves, James Grimble 
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Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
3utcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crean, Eugene 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon. 8.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
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| Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) | 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley | 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHnH(Somers’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kerr, John 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibala 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 








| Myers, William Henry 


NOES. 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 
Benn, John Williams 

| Black, Alexander William 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. | 
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| Nicholson, William Graham 
' Nolan, Col.John P. (Galway,N.) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (KiJkenny) 
| O'Dowd, John 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. ¢ 
Rateliff, R. F. 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Renwick, George 

| Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith,H C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E.H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Nir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Broadhurst, Henry 
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Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs | 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 
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Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON moved to . case could be 


leave out the word “but” in line | ment he now 
10, and to insert the word “and” | the Bill, the 
with the object of ensuring that there 

should be a sufficient reduction of 

licences under the Bill and also to, a good thing. 


ensure that the public, to some ex- 
tent, would get value for the rights 


which, in the opinion of 


were Called upon to relinquish under the 
The Solicitor - General 
the Committee yesterday that some of 


Bill. 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 


| Manstield, Horace Rendall 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Newnes, Sir George 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles ( Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 





| Parrott, William 


Philipps, John Wyntord 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy. M. 


| compulsory ? 
many, they 


informed | licences 





Bill. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.; 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.} 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.} 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Jn. Lawson( Leeds, 8.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth! 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Falkirk 


Wood, James 
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| Woodhouse.Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 


Yoxall, James Henry 


| ‘TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr 


Ellis Griffith and Mr. Ed- 


wards, 


made out for the Amend- 
proposed. In introducing 
Home Secretary said its 


‘object was the reduction of licences. 
| The right hon. Gentleman said that was 


Well, if this reduction 


| was so necessary, why was it not to be 


The impression of the 


Prime Minister was that the justices had 
been consumed with a desire to reduce 
unnecessarily throughout the 
country. His own experience was very 


the Amendments were being moved in | different. He believed that the desire 


a perfunctory manner without sufficient | 
reasons being given in their cocosaeen 
He was afraid that he would now be 
Open to the same charge, because the 
point raised by the Amendment was a 
The reproach did not 
come very well from those who had 


very large one. 


taken steps to secure that 


impossible to reason on many of the 
greater issues raised by this Bill. If 
time permitted, he believed a strong 


| 
| authorities 
clined to 


it would be 





for conferring licences was, in many 
instances, a great deal keener than the 
desire to restrict them. 
which had been least in- 
reduce 
quarter sessions. 

an example a division of the county 
to which he belonged. In the Island of 
Lewis the local justices had over and 
over again refused to renew licences, and 
the licences had always been restored 


The licensing 


licences had _ been 
They might take as 
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by quarter sessions. He saw little 
security under this Bill of any large, 
general, or sufficient reduction of licences. 
Indeed, it offered obstacles to the re- 
duction of licences, because many 
licences, which had no value at present, 
would be given a value. and the valua- 
tion scheme, by which it was proposed to 
make the value of licences as they 
stood at the passing of the Bill the basis 
of compensation, was, in his opinion, 
largely delusive. It would be found 
that they were raising, under this 
Bill, many financial obstacles to the 
reduction of licences. To make the 
reduction effective, he submitted that 
it should be compulsory. He did 
not regard the reduction of licences as 
the most essential branch of temperance 
reform. He looked upon the provision 
of counter attractions, which were wholly 
unprovided for in this Bill, and the 
maintenance of the control of the 
justices, as far more important than the 
mere reduction of licences, which to a 
large extent would be made more diffie 
cult under this Bill than it was now. 
There could be no difficulty in providing 
compulsory power under the Bill, becaus2 
the hon. Baronet the Member for North- 
west Manches‘er, Lord Peel, and others 
suggested a’ scheme by which compulsion 
could be effected, and they recorded in 
the Minority Report that a great reduc- 
tion of licences was a matter of the first 
importance, and that the redistribution 
of licensed houses should be safeguarded 
by a statutory maximum of say one on- 
licensed house to every 750 persons in a 
town population, and every 400 in a 
country population. Their view was 
that in seven years the number of on- 
licences should be reduced to that figure 
in England, and within five years in 
Scotland. The hon. Baronet knew that 
the distribution of licences in the North 
was much more approximate to this 
standard than it was in England. He 
wished the hon. Baronet had himself 
raised this point, and all the more becaus>, 
although they had heard a great deal as 
to the support moderate men would be 
able to give to temperance reform, 
the course of this debate had shown how 
utterly ineffective their support had been 
in the discussions on the Bill. The object 
of the hon. Baronet was that at the end 
ofseven years in England and five years 
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in Scotland, the field shou'd be left clear 
for legis!ative experiments by Pariiament 
in the way of providing for the elimina- 
tion of the element of profit in the liquor 
traffic, or any other method by which 
the liquor traffic could be more effectively 
controlled than at present. Besides that 
there should be absolute freedom for local 
communities to control the liquor trattic, 
either through local option or any other 
effective system of administration. Judg- 
ing from his experience of the working of 
the pres»nt system he believed this Bill 
would form an effective check to the 
development of temperance reform 
schemes in the direct ion he had indicated. 
He believed that a compu'sory reduction 
of licences would in some degree be a miti- 
gation of the evils which would follow 
the passing of the Bill, and that it would 
be some security for leaving the way open 
for future experiments. It would also 
s-cure that the public would not have to 
pay a great deal more than they ought to. 
What the public were losing through this 
Bill was the rights in the monopoly which 
had been created by the public. That 
constituted to his mind confiscation of 
public property. He moved his Amend- 
ment, and would leave it to the judgment 
of the House. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘but,’ and insert the word ‘and.’”—(WMr. 
Munro Ferguson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘but’ stand part of the clause.’ ”’ 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that the 
Amendment put from the Chair had no 
relation to the important question raised 
by the hon. Member opposite. The hon. 
Member had spoken on many points of 
great public importance, and had said 
that under this Bill the public were losing 
the benefit of a monopoly which be- 
longed to them. If that were so, all he 
could say was that the public had been a 
very long time in trying to regain that 
monopoly. Inhis view the public would 
have a very much better chance of 
securing that monopoly ona proper basis 
when this Bill was passed, because it was 
practically admitted that during the last 
fifty or sixty years no progress had been 
made in the reduction of public-houses at 
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all. The object of the Amendment was 
to lay down a fixed proportion of public- 
hvases to population in every district in 
the country, and to do so in general 
terms. That was impossible, because 
the requirements of every district were 
absolutely different from those of other 
districts, and the hon. Member had the 
Report of the Commission against him. 
It appeared that the hon. Member also 
wished, in laying down his arbitrary 
statutory maximum or minimum, to pro- 
vide an unlimited amount of compensa- 
tion. His principle might be all very 
well if they were dealing with public funds, 
but was quite out of place when they 
were Calling on the trade itself to supply 
the money forthe insurance. He entirely 
disputed the suggestion that licences 
which had no value now would acquire a 
value by the passage of this Bill. They 
had put the clearest possible language 
into the Bill to prevent that. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said that according to a 
trade paper no one doubted that those 
who would have to pay this tax were the 
consumers of liquor. 
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Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
that the complaint of the hon. Member 
was that in this Bill no provision was 
made for what he spoke of as counter 
attractions to the public-house, and he 
seemed to regard that as of more im- 
portance than the reduction of licences. 
He himself had always held that view, 
and had preached it in vain to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. When the hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton introduced 
his Parish Councils Bill he moved an 
Amendment that parish councils should 
have the power to provide parish rooms 
which would be a counter attraction to 
the public-houses, but that Amendment 
was refused. The object of the Amend- 
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ment, as he gathered, was to secure a 
compulsory reduction in the number of 
licences. He himself had put on the 
Paper an Amendment with the object of 
making it the duty of magistrates to 
give attention to the number of public- 
houses in proportion to the requirements 
of the population. He hoped that the 
Government would give their attention 
to this matter, and would see whether 
they could not insert in the Bill some 
provision in the direction suggested in 
his Amendment. 


Mr. WHITTAKER said that if they 
were tO pass a compensation scheme they 
should secure some substantial reduction 
of licences. But under the Bill there 
was no guarantee that there would be 
any reduction anywhere. It would 
be optional for the local justices to make 
a recommendation, optional for quarter 
sessions to accept the recommendation, 
and optional for quarter sessions to raise 
afund. The object of this Amendment 
was to make it certain that there would 
be a reduction if the on-licences exceeded 
a certain number. The Amendment 
suggestel a reasonable number in pro- 
portion to the population. In order to 
deal with the case of London it would be 
easy to institute a special class of licences 
for hotels, so that the ordinary drinking 
bar should be limited to some definite 
proportion. It was said that if this 
Amendment were adopted there would 
bean unlimited levy. There ought to be 
en unlimited levy. There ought to 
be power to make a levy in order to raise 
whatever amount of money was necessary 
to make the reduction that was deemed 
necessary. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 264; 
Noes, 167. (Division List No. 209.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Balearres, Lord 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arro], Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Sir Edward Carson. 


' Bill, Charles 


| Baird, John George Alexander 


| Balfour, Rt. Hn. 

Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. | Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 

| Balfour, Rt. Hon. G.W. (Leeds) 

| Banbury, Sir Frederick George 

Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

| Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 


A. J. (Manch’r 
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Jay zer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJ.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Yoates, Edward Feetham 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Soghill, Douglas Harry 

Xohen, Benjamin Louis 
Jelston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 

Jox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Jraig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. ) 
‘rean, Eugene 

‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Jrossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
lubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Javenport, William Bromley 
Javies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

cordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans (T’r H’ lets) 
Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond- (Cam)s.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 

Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 


Harris, Dr. Fredk.R. (Dulwich) | 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
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| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt. HnH(Somers t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

MT ver,SirLewis(Ediaburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M'Killop W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell,Rt Hn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W. J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
| Murray, Rt. Hn.A.Graham( Bute 
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| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| My ers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis ‘A. N. 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir Harry S.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edwara Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, H.C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lances.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Healey 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry —— 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. E. H.(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E.( Notts.) 





Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne) | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) | Young, Samuel 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm | Younger, William 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) ) Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Hain, Edward 

Allen, Charles P. Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale 
Ashton, Thomas Gair | Harwood, George 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Barlow, John Emmott Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) Higham, John Sharpe 


Benn, John Williams | Holland, Sir William Henry 
Black, Alexander William Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Boland, John | Horniman, Frederick John 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
3runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

‘Caldwell, James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Kitson, Sir James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Lambert, George 





Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
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Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
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Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
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‘Channing, Francis Allston 
‘Churchill, Winston Spencer 
‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

‘Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt. EC (S. Andrw’sByhs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glam organ) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 





*Mr. ASQUITH: The Amendment | move, raises 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
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Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 


| Price, Robert John 

| Reckitt, Harold James 

| Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
| Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J. E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw.(Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samue! (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse, Sir JT.(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 








| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Munro Ferguson and 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


a question of interest and 


which stands in the name of my | importance second to none in the whole 
hon. and learned friend the Memter for Bill; it raises, in fact, the whole question 
Anglesey, and which I propose now to of compensation. The Committee, I am 
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sure, will not be surprised to hear that | 
in submitting it I am embarrassed by | 
the conditions under which I am com: | 
pelled to speak. It is not as though I 
or anyone in this House was in the least 
degree entitled to complain of the time 
which has been occupied last night and 
this evening by previous Amendments. 
Point after point of the most serious 
importance has been barely and boldly 
stated to the House, and has been at once 
divided upon, without the advantage 
which, in Committee at any rate, we are 
accustomed to derive from the free play | 
of informal, but not less useful, argu: | 
ments across the floor of the House. | 
A severe and,as some of my hon. | 
friends would say, excessive self-res- 
traint has been exercised. I am not | 
at all sure that the results which | 
have been achieved will be held to warrant 
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which are to be ignored and passed aside 
without any discussion at all. They em- 
| brace some of the most important features 
| of this Bill. But how am I, in the five 
minutes which are still to elapse before the 
guillotine falls, to say anything really 
useful or fruitful about that which is the 
vital and essential principle of this Bill ? 
The provision in the lines which I have 
moved to omit, the provision which in 
| future will restrain all power to refuse or 
reduce licences in conformity with the 
limited dimensions of a fund which will 
| be small and exiguous, and in some parts 
of the country may not exist at all—this 
| proposal, this far-reaching, deep-seated, 
| and unprecedented revolution in the w hole 
| of our law of licensing is to pass now from 
|this Committee unamended and even 
undiseussed. The procedure of the House 
| of Commons is reduced to a farce. We are 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





its repetition. But at any rate, it is| taking part ina parody of debate, and 
perfectly true that there has been no | making ourselves accomplices in a Cari- 
waste of time, no excess of talk, and no | cature of the forms, and a betrayal of 
diversion of the attention of the House | | the spirit of Parliamentary institutions. 
from serious and important to trivial and | 
frivolous points. But when I approach | 
this Amendment I cannot discuss it| “In page 1, line 10, to leave out from the 
without considering its relation to, and | = wa) but’ to the end of line 12.°—(Mr. 
its effect upon the remainder of this | — 

clause. What is the clause we are dis- | Question put, “That the words pro- 
cussing 4 It contains twenty-two lines, | posed to be left out stand part of the 
of which we have discussed six. Upon) (aise. 

the Order Paper at this moment there | : 

stand fifteen pages of Amendments, which | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 279 ; 
I will not say remain for discussion, but | Noes, 210. (Division List No 210.) 


Amendment proposed— 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Chapman, Edward 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Bignold, Arthur Charrington, Spencer 

Anson, Sir William Reynell Bigwood, James Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Bill, Charles Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. | Blundell, Colonel Henry Coates, Edward Feetham 
Arrol, Sir William Bond, Edward Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Bousfield, William Robert Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | Bowles, Lt.-Col.H.F.(Middlesex | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Austin, Sir John Brassey, Albert Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brown, Sir Alex. H.(Shropsh. ) 
| Bull, William James 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | Burdett-Coutts, W. | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Balcarres, Lord Butcher, John George | Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Baldwin, Alfred Carlile, William Walter | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Cust, Henry John C. 

Balfour ,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Cautley, Henry Strother Dalkeith, Earl of 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW(Leeds | Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbyshire | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 


Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Balfour, 
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Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’mI’ts 
Gore, Hn. 8.F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th} 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt HnH.(Somers’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent,Faversham 
Hozier , Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major G. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred | 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir JohnH. | 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 
Kerr, Jobn | 
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Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool!) 
Maconoehie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt,Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis 4. N. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 


Seymour 


| Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


; Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 














Bul. 


Reid, James (Greeno:k) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke : 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lan :ashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel 4lexander 
Samuel,SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert! 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone,W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward 7 
Simeon, Sir Barrington’ 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,tHn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hn.Lord (Lanzs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwel!,-Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Co]. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SiiC.F H(Sh ffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C.E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt. Col,A,.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und, Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,F.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.(Yorks.} 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | 
Allen, Charles P. | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. fin. Herbert Henry | 
Atherley Jones, L. | 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
sayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C, B. 
sell, Richard 
fenn, John Williams | 
Black, Alexander William | 
Boland, John 
jolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brive. John | 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, CeorcveM.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
juchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, KE. Haviland 
Jurns, John | 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 
‘ameron, Robert 
‘ampbell, John (Armagh,S.) | 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
tawley, Frederick 
(hanning, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘raig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 
William 
John 
William 
\lexander (Glasvow) 
Cullinan, J. | 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Alfred) (Carmarthen) | 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dobbie, Joseph | 
Doogan, PLC. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dann, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, Capt. EE(S. Andrw’sBghs | 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) | 
Emmott, Alfred | 
Evans,Sir FrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Eve, Harry ‘Trelawney | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Field, William | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond — | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain PF, | 


Fuller, J. Mo RB. ; 
VOL. CXXXVIL. 


| 


tandal | 


William 


Cremer, 
Crombie, 
Crooks, 


Cross, 
Davies, 


| 
| 








| Hain, Edward 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


| Hutton, Alfred £. (Mortley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Johnson, John (Cateshead) 


| Joyce, Michael 


| Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington 


| Leng, Sir John 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


[FourTH SERIEs. | 
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NOES. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Criftith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ©. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 


Jones, David Brynimor(Swansea 
Jones, William,Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 





Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swiit 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 

(O Dowd, John | 
O'MaWey, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
Parrott, William { 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Mussell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
teddy, M. 

edmond, John E. (Waterford 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

20e, Sir ‘Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

tunciman, Walter 

tussell, T. W. 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E. B (Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, KE.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J. A(Glamorgan, Gower 
Pillet, Louis John 
‘Tomkinson, James 

‘Toulmin, George 

‘Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason JohnCatheart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJd.'T (Hudderst’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
William M°Arthur. 
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And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of 
the Order of the House of the 5th July, 
successively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice had been 
given, and on every Question necessary to 
dispose of the allotted Business to be 
concluded on the first allotted Day. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 13, after the word ‘an,’ to 
insert the word ‘existing.’— (Jr. 
Akers- Douglas.) 


Question, “‘ That the 
made,” put and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 16, after the word ‘ district,’ 
to insert the words ‘on the consideration by 
them, in accordance with the Licensing Acts, 


1828 to 1902, of applications for the renewal | 


of licences.’ —(Mr. Sceretary Akers- Douglas.) 
‘That the 


put, and agreed to. 


Question, 
made,” 
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Secretary | 


Amendment be | 


Amendment be | 
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Amendment proposed— 
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“Tn page 1, line 17, after the word ‘ particu- 
lar,’ to insert the word * existing.’”—( Mr. 
Secretary Akers-Douglas ) 

Question, ‘ That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and ayreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 19, after the word ‘an,’ to 
| insert the word “existing.” —(Mr. Secretary 
| Akers- Douglas.) 

| Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendm nt proposed 


‘In page 1, line 28, after the word 
‘premises, to insert the words ‘and unless 
il Appears to quarter sessions unnecessary, any 
| other persons appearing to them to be inte rested 
| in the question of the renewal of the licence o 
| those premises’? — (Mr. Secretary Akers 
| Douglas). 
Amendment 


Question put, “That the 


be made.” 


The Committee divided; Aves. 285: 
‘Noes, 198. (Division List No. 211.) 


AYES, 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte — , Cecil, 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Cecil, Lord Hugh (¢ 


Anson, Sir William 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HaghO 


| Chaplin, Rt. 
Chapman, 


Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Reynell | Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A\ (Wore 
| Kdward 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B.( tants, W.) 
| Fardell, Sir TL George 
Fergusson, Rt. WnSir Jd. (Mane’r 
Rielden, Hdward) Brocklehurst 


ireenwich) 


Hlenry 


Arrol, Sir Witham | Charrington, Spencer Finch, Rt. Hon. George H 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Clare “Octavius Leigh | Finlay, Sir Robert Baaaatyne 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. | Clive, Captain Perey A. Fisher, William Hayes 


Austin, Sir John Coates, 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Hon. 


Cochrane, 
Cohen, 


Kdward 


Benjamin Louis 


Prederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
| Fitzroy, Ho. Edward) Algernon 


Feetham Fison, 
Thos. H. A. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
3alearres, Lord Compton, Lord Alwyne | Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Baldwin, Alfred Corbett, A. Cameron (Glascow) | Flower, Sir Ernest 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manech’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Baltour,RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Craig, Charles ( 
Cripps, Charles 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Crossley, Rt. 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. Cubitt, Hon. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen - ‘njainin | Cust, Henry John ©. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. Dalkeith, Earl of 
Bignold, Arthur Dalrymple, Sir 
Bigwood, James Davenport, W. 
B:il, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry Denny, Colonel 
Bond, Edward Devlin, 

Bousfield, William Robert Dickinson, Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex | Dickson, 

Brassey, Albert Dimsdale, 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Disraeli, © 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Couts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, Wilham Walter 
carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother | Duke, 
cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
cayzer, Sir Charles William 





Dooevan, Pe... 
| Dorington, 


Doughty, 


Henry 


Cox,Irwin Edward 
‘urtis(Antrim,s. | 


Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Hon. Sir 
Henry 


Davies, SirHoratio D.(¢ ‘hatham | ( 
Joseph (Kilkenny,N.) 


Charles Scott 

Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph © 
minesby 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFred Dixon 


Rt. HWnwSir John FE. 
CGeorve 
Douvlas, Rt. Hn. A. 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Kedward ° 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir 
' Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 


gainbridge | Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,s. W. 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

| Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. Ci. IH. 
Cordon, Hn J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans (‘T’rH lets 
| Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby- (Line.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
traham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Cretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Crimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, f. Leverton (‘fynem'th) 
Harris, De. Predk. R. (Dulwich) 
Hateh, Eraest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hoa. Claude George 


Alfred 


Savile 


Charles 
Bromley 


Edmond 


Ralph 


Ashford 
Akers- 


dwin 
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Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A. (Statford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Shethield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson | 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) | 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Kustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. HnSir John HH. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. EF. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John £ 

Keswick, William , 

Kimber, Henry 5 * es 
King, Sir Henry Seymour | 
Knowles, Sir 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. Ff. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R. 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants. Farebam 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lone, Col. Chas. W.( Evesham 
Lone, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas.ReginaldJ) (Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Maedona, John 
Maclver, David 
aconochie, A. W. 

M Arthur ,Charles (Liverpool) 
M Iver, Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
M*Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Creorge 


Lees 


Cumming 
(Live rpool) | 


Abraham, William(Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn.Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard , 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William | 
Boland, John 


| Molesworth, Sir 


| Moore, 
| Morgan, David J.( Walthamstow 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nolan.Col. J. 
| Brien, 


} Renshaw, Su 
ip ‘ 
Renwick, George 


| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
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Massey-Mainwairing,tla. We 2 
Maxwell,RtHn.Sir HE(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J. H ( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham } 
Milvain, Thomas 

Lewis 
Montagu, G.(Huntingdon) 
Montagu,Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
William 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Llerbert 
Morrison, James Arehibald 
Morton, Arthur TH. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert: Gray ©. 
Murray. Rttin. A.Graham (Bute | 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
P. (Galway, N.) 
Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert: Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S.C. 
Percy, Karl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir: Francis Sharpe | 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
RemnantJames Farquharson 
Charles Bine 


Richards, Henry Charl 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Shetheld) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

tolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Round, et. Hon. James 
NOES. 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 


| Caldwell, James 
| Cameron, 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, 3.) 


Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 


| ‘Tufnell, 


| TELLERS 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. sir ‘ 


Bill. 


Rutherfor l, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville,Col. 8. .G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS,( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir E lward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


9O2 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith,HC ( North’ mb, Tynesids 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Kdw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (anes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.-M Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord EK. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J-G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Lieut.-Col. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EEL (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 


Edward 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 


Welby, Sir Chas. G. KE. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, i. R. 


| Wilson Todd,Sir W. H.( Yorks.) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. 
Young, Samuel 


Greorge 


| Younger, William 


FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


» Channing, Francis Allston * 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 


| Crombie, John William 


Crooks, William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


| Cullinan, J. 


Dalziel, James Heary 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

harles 


| Dobbie, Joseph 
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Douglas, Charles M. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptE.C(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone | 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lora Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. I 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


Licensing 


(Lanark) 





Girftith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis V (Rossendale 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles UH. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, J. Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owens, Arthur €. 
Hutchinson, Dr.Chas.  Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gates 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George | 
Langley, Batty 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


head) 


Boroughs) said he wished to ask 


a point of order whether 


bers of the House who were person- | 
ally and pecuniarily interested in the | 
result of the division were 


vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN 


: The Rule of the 
House has always been that any 
ber who has a direct pecuniary interest is 
liable to have his vote struck off. 
I have correctly stated the Rule. 


{COMMONS} 


Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Leese, SirJ ose ph F.( Accrington | 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MCrae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kenna, Reyinald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley,Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt, Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
OO Dowd, John 

O'Malley, sg 
O’Shanehnes i B 


Parrott, Willinm 
Partineton, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, N. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
tige, Richard 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbichs.) 
Rob on, William Snowdon 
toe che, John 





| Trevelyan, 


| Wilson, 


Bil, 904 
Roe, Sir Thoma: 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, Charles E. 


Seely, Maj.J. KE. B.(Lsleof Wieht 
Shackleton, David) Jame 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Samuel (Ilint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip Jame 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Racelitte) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen), E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tillet, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin; George 
Charles 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, 
Walton, John Lawson (Leeds,s. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Kugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCatheart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Brod. Wf Norfolk, Mic.) 
Henry J.(York, W. R.) 


Philty 


Robert 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Woodhou se Sird.T.( Huda ! ti'd 

| Yoxall, James Henry 

| TELLERS FOR THE NOE Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 


| 
| 
| 


William M’*Arthur. 


(Carnarvon | avoid complications and difficulties in the 


on 
those Mem- 


entitled to 


| future, at what time should objection be 
taken to the votes of Members who had a 
direct personal pecuniary interest ? The 
| proper manner, he knew, would be to take 
objection immediately after the division, 


| but there were so mi iny gentlemen in- 


Me: ) 


] think 


| volved that they could not immediately 
' bring all the votes that should be chal- 
lens ed to the notice of the House. 
| they save themselves by 
/exception now and giving notice that 
| when the division list was printed they 


Could 


taking formal 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Doneza!, S.) | | would bring the question before the 
asked, as a matter of practice, in order to House ? 
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practice Question 


| 


put, 


Bill. 906 


“That Clause |, as 


has always been to call the attention of | ame ded, staid part of the Bill.” 


the House to the matter 


division is taken. 


Age-CGardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugho. 
Arrol, Sir William 

\thinson, Rt. Hon. John 
\ubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir. | 
Austin, Sir John 

Bavot, Capt. Josceline litzRoy 
Batley, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Bakfwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch'r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (fLornsey ) 
Balfour, Rt. Hu.GeraldW .(Leed 
Balfour, Kenneth R3(Chritsch 
Banbury, Sir Frederick Ceorge 
Bartley, Sir George CT. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. HAE. (Middlesex | 


Brassey, Albert 

brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. HH. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William Jame 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cantley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish. V.C. W.( De rbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
( 
4 


fecul, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | 
Chapman, Edward ; 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antriin,s. | 
( 
( 
{ 
( 


ripps, Charles Alfred 
ross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton) | 
TOssley, Rt. Hon. sir Savile 
ubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, ir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 


| (greene, 


| Hatch, Erne 


directly the 
; Noes, 194. 
AYES. 
Davies, Sir Horatiob(Chatham 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon | 
Doogan, PLC. 

Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John ks. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William ‘Theodore 
Durnaing-Lawrence, Sir) Edwin 
Dyke, Rt! Hn. Sir William tart 
Kyerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund DB. (Hants, W. 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. HnsSird.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George HL. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Kdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,s.W 


Galloway, Willam Johnson 


| Gardner, Ernest 


Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. (i. H. 

Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elein& Nairn 
Cordon, Maj Evans (Tri? milets 
Core, Hoa. S. F. Ormsby (Line.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Henry D.(Shrew bury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 
(iretton, John 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Groves, James Grimble 


| Hall, Edward Marshall 


Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynemouth 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
t Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Statford, W.) | 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John(KentPaversham 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 212.) 


—Ayes, 281; 


Hosier, Hoa.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants, Fareham 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lone, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Recinala J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. ilon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

MI Arthur, Charles (Liverpool} 
Milver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M'Killop, James (Stirlineshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. We. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J.Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 


| Morpeth, Viscount 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt Hn A.Graham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
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Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rateliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richaras, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John FB. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Heary 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick jg 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Kobert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J : 
Dalziel, James Henry 

wavs, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


{COMMONS} 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, H.C.(North’ mb. Tyneside 

| Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
| Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'Taggart 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

| Stock, James Henry 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


‘albot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(OxPd Univ. | 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Tollemache, Henry James 
NOES. 

Davies, M. Vauzhan (Cardigan 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt E.C.(St Andrew so Beh 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 

Kmmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir Francis H( Maidstone 

Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Varquharson, Dr. Robert 

Fenwick, Charle 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard Bb. 

Harcourt Lewis V. (Rossendale 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Higham, John Sharpe 

Holland, sir William Henry 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) ' 


(Lanark) 





| TELLERS FoR THE Ayes 


| Jone 


Bill. YO8 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir C. E. H(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Eagar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Warde, Col. C. E. 
| Webb, Colonel William George 


Welby, Ut.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 


Welby, Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks) 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Young, Samuel 


Younger, William 


Sir 
Alexander Acland-tlood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Horniman, Frederick John 


| Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
| Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor( Swansea 
s, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Dents 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lansley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cocava 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Le e e, SirJose phF( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, dir George, 


Jobnson, 


| 











nt ft faa oe 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O Doherty, William 

O'Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power. Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

ea, 2ussell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rive, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 


ir. WW: 


Russell, 


Sheehy, David 


Sinclair, John 
Slack, John 
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Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J. E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Bamford 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radeliife) 
Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) | Trivers 
Thomas, Sir A.(Clamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David . 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Mr. Chairman. | 


[ desire to call your attention to the fact 
thut in the last division a number of 
Members voted in contravention of a 
Stinding Order of the House. I refer to 
Order No. 143 which precribes that-— 
“A Member may not vote on any question 
in which he has a direct pecuniary interest.” 
Tam going to submit to you the names 
of several Members who have a direct 
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Thomas, J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 

Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson( Leeds,S.) 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart( Orkney) 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E. 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 

Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd rsfi'd 


Yoxall, James Henry 


.) 





(Forfarshire) 


FOR THE Nogs—Mr 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
A\lfred( Merthyr William M*‘Arthur. 

vote of the hon. Member should be dis- 
allowe 1, anl I move that the vote of the 


;} hon. Member for South Salford in the 


last division be disallowed on the ground 


| that he had a direct pecuniary interest in 


} 


pecuniary interest in the subject-mitter | 


of the last division, and who voted in 
support of that interest. There have 
been two divisions on the question of 
compens ition —one at eleven o’clock and 
the other the last division. In the first 


the vote which he recorded. 


*Mr. CHAIRMAN: There is no Stand- 
ing Order that is applicable to the case. 
The book from which the hon. Member 
has quoted is not the Standing Orders, 
although I have no doubt that they are 
correctly stated in that book. The last 
ruling that I can find on the subject 
occurred on the Local Government (Lre- 


| land) Bill, 1898, when Mr. Speaker ruled 


the majority was sixty-nine, and of those | 


sixty-three had a direct pecuniiry 
interest in the subject. I will pick out 
one or two instinces ani ask the judg- 
ment of the House upon them. 


as follows 


“The Rule of the House is well understood. 
rhere must be adirect pecuniary interest of a 


| private and particular nature, and not of a 
| public and general nature ; and where the 


I will} 


take first the cise of the hon. Member | 


for South Salford. [submit that that hon. | \fembers of the House, they are not prevented 


Member has a direct pecuniary interest 


vote in favour of giving compensition 
for the first time in respect of licences 
dis llowed. 


of houses the licences of which 


refuse | renewal by the magistrates. The 


question before the House is of a public and 
veneral nature, and incidentally invo ves the 
pecuniary interests of a class which includes 


| by the Ru'es of the House from voting. 
in the vote he has recorded; it was a | 


Therefore I do not think the Motion of 


| the hon. Member would be in order. 


Un'er the present law he | 
would receive no compensation in respect | 
were 


moment this Bill becomes law it will add | 
enormously to the value of his property ; | 


it will appreciate the value of the brewery 
shares he holds; an] in respect of any 
houses which, in future, are disallowed he 
will receive.a direct pecuniary advantage. 
In the circumstances, I submit that the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I understand 
that Mr. Speaker's ruling was that where 
the pecuniary advantage was incidental 
the general rule would not apply. I sub- 
mit, however, that here the advantage is 
not incidental, but that the whole object 
and purpose of this Bill and this clause 
is to confer a direct pecuniary interest 
upon this class, and, as a matter of fact, 
does confer it. Therefore, I submit, this 
case comes within the Standing Order. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: I know that view | the ruling of Mr. Speaker in the case to 
is taken by the hon. Member and by 8] which I have referred. 
great many other hon. Members, but I) +. . . . where the question. ... is of a public 
think he will admit that it is not the | 4" general nature—-” 
universal view. [Opposrtion cries of} I think it is so in this case—[“ No. ”?|— 
Tt ought to be left to the House.” | “and incidently involves — the pecuniary 
There is also this to be said, that it is interest of a class which includes Members of 


Ce semana sq | the House they are not prevented by the Rules 
perfectly possible that the hon. Member’s | (fie House from voting.” 


| 


financial position will not be affected in | 

any way. [Opposition cries of “Let; Mr. WHITTAKER: On the point 

him say whether or rot it is.’] Will) of order may 1! submit that this is 

hon. Membe:s kindly allow me to finish | hot a measure of a public nature: it 

the sentence? Supposing that none of | does not incidentally include a class. It 

the licences in which he is interested are | refers entirely to a cliss, and only to that 

affected. ‘Ihe interest of the hon. Mem- | ¢lass. 

ber is not of that direct personal char-; 

acter to which the ruling of Mr. Speaker “THe CHAIRMAN: I cannot accept 
|the view of the hon. Member that this 


refers, ee ; ; 
| Bill does not deal with matters of a 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) :) public nature. 
May I call your attention to the Rule | aern 
which says— | Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
“The Member whose vote is questioned by ton) : May I _pomt out that the rule 
such a Motion may rise in his place to explain | bezins by saying, ‘A Member may not 
his p sition. vote on any question in which he has a 
*Tux CHAIRMAN: I have already | PeCUmary interest 
said that for the reasons I have given) ,,, . chee 
: . e a(" : at Rule is that 2 
I do not think such a Motion as that| ~!#® CHAIRMAN : What Ruleis that? 
which has been suggested can be properly | yy, MOULTON: Rule 143. Surely 
moved ‘it is a question of fact whether 
? ~ , or not the Member whose vote 
Mr. THOMASSHAW (Hawick Burghs) ; is challen ed has a direct pecuniary 
Asl understand, you have put the supposi- jjtorest. May © esenel Gaak Oe ix cane 
ti nto the Committee that the interest | hasinein OMe ee Chsirienn ail Ccmaniitiess 
of the hon. Member may not be affected. | t4 je, in your official character, so well- 
I respectfully submit to you, on We acquainted with his private affairs as to 
should have = a <a wi °F be able to pronounce whether a Member 
otherwise, stated by the hon. Member. | hay or has not a direct pecuniary interest ? 


The ruling that was given ii May with 
regard to that says— 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): May I quote 
a specific case? I believe it is the fact nee 
that the hon. Member had nezotiations |.” fhe interest must be a direct pecuniary 
3 ‘ ‘i 4 interest, and separately belonging to the persons 
with the Justices of Marcheste: in regard whose votes are questioned and not in common 
to certain houses in which he is interested | witn the rest of His Majesty’s subjects.” 
a..d an arrangement had been practically | 
come to whereby the licences of those | 
heuses were to be surrendered. ; But ‘regard to the compensation for licences 
owing to the inte ‘view between the Prime | ‘s+ a ah + ee ae ee 
Minister and the brewers a year azo-—I the Member, whose vote is chal- 
think the hon. Member’s own avowal has Riess: dee, in aibaiaehsiaieiamdamld tebe 
: Sam ved, has ¢ pecuniary interest, 
mes snowle teed that tho e rezotiations | ond I submit that the House has a rivht 
fell through. Can it, therefore, be ugued | 4, pave that—— ’ 
after that that the hon. Member is not! 
cirectly inte. este !. *Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is entitle | to submit a point of order to 
*Tup CHAIRMAN: I do not know) me, but I do not think he will be in order 
anything about the facts referred to by in making a speech on it. May I powt 
the hon. Member. I base myself upon| out to the hon. Member that what he 


The hon. Member put it as a question 
of fact that in this case the vote with 
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has quoted from is really a manual or 
vuide? He has not quoted from the 
Standing Orders. The Standing Orders 
of the House do not refer to this matter, 
but [have quoted from the last decision 
of Mr. Speaker on the subject. Mr. 
Speaker decides points of order as they 
rise in the House, and it is my duty to 
decide upon points of order that arise in 
Committee. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
jam) said, on the point of order, Sir, may 
{ ask whether the conduct of the hon. 
Member in question falls within the ruling 
of Mr. Speaker which you have quoted, 
ind is not rather a matter for the House 
han the Chair ? 


*Tup CHAIRMAN: If it had been, Mr. 


speaker would not have ruled it. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- 
nan left the Chair to make his Report 
o the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
igain upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tur TREASURY (Sir A. 
ActAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) moved, “That the House do now 


-! bel 
adjourn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said Le wished to ask a question with 
reference to the present position in Tibet. 
He understood that some information 
had been received in the course of the 
day with reference to certain opera- 
tions which had taken place. He should 
like to know what the result of those 
operations had been, and also whether, in 
view of what had taken place, the time 
had not now arrived for the Government 
to give the House some indication of the 
effect of those operations with regard to 
their future policy. They wanted to 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
could now repeat the statement he made 
some months ago that the operations 
were at anend. What was the attitude 
of the Government with regard to this 
matter, and had any instructions been 
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given to the officer in command of our 
forces there? He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to give the 
House some information which would 
lead them to believe that they were 
coming to an end of this sorry business. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) asked the right hon. Gentleman to 
explain why information received by the 
Government had been published in the 
newspapers before being communicated to 
this House. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) said he 
wished to call attention to the fact that the 
suzerain Power had not been consulted in 
this matter. It had been deliberately 
ignored, and the present operations were 
a distinct violation of the promises made 
by the Prime Minister on the floor of the 
House a short time ago. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that the negotiations 
were to be of a peaceful character, and 
he said most distinctly that there was no 
intention of warlike operations, or of 
annexing or occupying territory. He 
trusted that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give a distinct assurance 
that warlike operations would not be 
conducted against a peaceful people. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donezal, 8.) 
said there was news going through the city 
in the afternoon that some operations had 
taken place. Why was the Minister in 
char.e of the India Office not present to 
explain to the House what had happened ? 
Was his office a mere sinecure? He 
thought it was a \ery great scandal that 
the right hon. Gentleman was not present. 
He was very well paid for being present. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel) asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to be good enough to state 
whether there were any gold mines in 


Tibet. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (No:thampton) 


said he wished to know what our position 
wes with regard to China. Were we at war 
with China, or were we trying to put down 
some troubles in a country of which China 
was suzerain ? 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Me. Bropnrick. Surrey, Guildford) 
said he might be allowed to reply in the 


2 N 
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first place to the remarks of the hon. 
Member who spoke last but two. That 
hon. Gentleman’s complaint was that 
he was not present to give information 
at Question time. As there were no 
Questions on the Paper addressed to 
him, and as no Member had given him 
private notice of his intention to ask 
for information, he was not actually in 
the House when the Question was put, 
but he had been in the precincts since 
the House met. If there had been any 
important communication to be made to 
the House he would not have failed to be 
present there. The Government had re- 
ceived no confirmation as yet of the in- 
formation in Reuter’s telegrams that 
afternoon as to the force at Gyangtse 
having occupied the Jong, but as soon as 
any information was received he would 

communicate it through the Press, 

{Loud cries of ‘To the House of Com- 
mons.” | An hon. Gentleman had asked 
a Question as to the policy of His 
Majesty's Government. He thought it 
was too late an hour — [ Loud Orposrt1on 
cries of “‘ No, No!’’|— to enter on a dis- 
quisition as to the work of His Majesty’s 
forces in Tibet. All he could say was 
that the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had changed in no single particular 
from what was laid down in the telegram 
te the Viceroy of 6th November last 
year, and which had been repeatedly 
affirmed by the House. The operations 
of the last few days had led the Govern- 
ment to hope that, at last, Tibetan repre- 

sentatives would approach Colonel 
Younghusband; and a delay had been 
made in the advance to Lhasa, which 
had been fixed for the 25th of last month ; 

but it appeared that the Tibetan repre- 
sentatives were not possessed of sufficient 
credentials, or of any credentials at all. 

They were there apparently simply to de- 

lay the advance of our troops, which it 
was desirable should not be delayed 

within the comparatively short time 

which should pass before the commence- 

ment of the Tibetan winter. At any 
moment negotiations might take place if 
the Tibetan authorities would send nego- | 
tiators with sufficient powers to negotiate. 

It was not the desire of His Majesty’s | 
Government to ask for anything at vari- | 
ance with their previous declaration, or to | 
make any more onerous conditions of re | 
paration for what had taken place, and | 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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what the House had affirmed to be neces- 
Sary. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
thought that the explanation was very 
unsatisfactory. The point he wished to 
draw attention to was, that if the Govern- 
ment had received no special news froin 
India, how was it that the Prime Minister 
had possessed himself of a telegram which 
he read to the House that afternoon? Had 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for India read that telegram 2 


Mr. BRODRICK : Telegrams are con- 
stantly passing between the India Office 
and the Viceroy. 


Mr. LOUGH said he thought the rizht 
hon. Gentle-ran was treating the matter 
with some levity. The telegram which 
the Prime Minister had read to the House 
stated that the bombardment of the Jong 
had commenced at a certain hour; but 
it was said that the result was not in the 
possession of the Government. He asked 
the Secretary for India whether any 
supplementary telegram had been re- 
ceived by the Government. When 
serious warlike operations of this kind 
were being undertaken, the Government 
ought to afford the House some informa- 
tion. He understood that a British 
officer had been killed and that other 
serious casualties had taken place, and he 
thought that some information should be 
given to the House. On the larger 
question raised about negotiaticas with 
the Tibetans, the right hon. Gentieman 
repeated that the Government desired to 
negotiate with them. But if these 
Tibetans did not desire to negotiate and 
wanted to simply live peacefully in their 
own land, was this policy of butchery and 
extermination to be carried out to the 
bitter end? Perhaps the Prime Minister 
would give the House some information. 
He was responsible for the Government. 
He was sure that it would be received 
with satisfaction by the country that 
there was some prospect that these cruel 
operations against a people practically 
unarmed would be put a stop to. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One o'clock, 
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LORD HENNIKER. 


Ordered, That the Report of the Lord 
‘hancellor of the United Kingdom, made 
o the House of Lords on Friday last, that 
he right of the Lord Henniker to vote at 
he elections of Representative Peers for 
reland has been established to his satis- 
action, be sent to the Clerk of the Crown 
a Ireland, together with a certificate 

f tating that such Report has been made 
nd that the House has ordered it to be 
ent to the said Clerk of the Crown in 
reland. 


3 SAT FIRST. 
© The Duke of Richmond sat first in 
 arliament after the death of his father. 


The Lord Hartismere (L. Henniker) 
at first in Parliament after the death of 
lis father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Thames River Steamboat Service Bill ; 
: Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
t Bill, Report from the Select Committee, 
k That the Committee adjourned yesterday 
k over this day ; read, and ordered to lie 
F on the Table. 


Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways 
Bill; London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Examiner’s Certificates of 

. lon-compliance with the Standing Orders 
‘teferred to the Standing Orders Com- 
F mittee on Tuesday next. 


City of London (Central Criminal Court 
S House) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment. 


London County Council (Tramways and 
Improvements) Bill; London and India 
Docks Company Bill; Swindon Corpora- | 
tion Bill; Middlesbrough, Stockton-on- 
Tees, and Thornaby Tramways Bill; 
Carlisle Corporation Bill; Clyde Naviga- 
tion (Works) Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl | 
of Craven be proposed to the House as a | 
member of the Select Committee on the | 
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said Bills in the place of the Lord Lovat ; 
read, and agreed to. 


Bil Business. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
Bill. Report from the Committee of Se- 
lection, That the Lord Ashburton be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bill in 
the place of the Earl of Bradford; read, 
and agreed to. 


Leyton Urban District Council Bill. 
Moved, That the order made on the 14th 
day of March last, “‘ That no Private Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 16th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed 
to. Bill read 2* accordingly and com- 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill 
[H.L]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Soothill Nether Urban District Tram- 
ways Bill; Doncaster Corporation Bill; 
Skipton Water and Improvement Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed. and returned to the Commons. 


Selby Urban District Council Bill. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [#.1.]. 
turned from the Commons agreed to. 


Re- 


Minehead Urban District Council Water 
Bill [x.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments; the said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Leith Burgh Order Confirmation Bill. 


| Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendment agreed to. 


Aberdeen Joint Passenger Station 
Order Confirmation Bill [n.L.] (No. 135). 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order re- 
lating to Aberdeen Joint Passenger 
Station. And 


Dumbartonshire (Vale of Leven) Water 
Order Confirmation Bill [n.1.] (No. 136). 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order re- 
lating to Dumbartonshire (Vale of Leven) 
Water.—Were presented by the Earl 
Waldegrave (for the Lord Kintore 
(E. Kintore)) ; read 1*; to be printed ; and 

20 
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(pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- | 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 (Section 7), | 
deemed to have been read 2* and reported | 
from the Committee. 


Returns, 


Education Board Provisional Order | 
(Cardiff) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the 14th day of March last, 
“That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
siall be read asecond time after the 16th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed 
to. Bill read 2* accordingly and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.u.]. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order), The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made ; 
further Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [#.t.]. 
House in Committee (according to order). | 
Amendments made. Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments 
to be received To-morrow. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.]; Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill [u.1.]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4) Bill[#.u.]. Amend- 
ments reported (according to order), and 
Bills to be read 3* To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [H.1.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [x.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


PETITIONS. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [.1.]. 

Petition to be heard by Counsel against; 
of the Gas Companies Protection Associa- 
tion; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL [u.1.]. 


Petition against; of the Guardians of | 


the Poor of the Parish of Paddington; 
the Guardians of the Poor of the 
Chorley Union; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 
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Reports, &c. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 
Regulations for the instruction and 
training of pupil teachers (from Ist 

August, 1904, to 31st July, 1905). 
Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 7th July, 1904, modifying Code of 
Regulations for Public Elementary 
Schools, 1904. : 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
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No. 3204. Roumania. 
No. 3205. Hayti. 
No. 3206. Russia (Batoum). 


No. 3207. United States 
Washington, and Idaho). 
No. 3208. Italy (Leghorn). 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


Report of the Principal Chemist upon 
the work of the Government Laboratory, 
for the year ended 3lst March, 1904; 
with appendices. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 


Twenty-second Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the 
year 1903. Part III. Scientific Investi- 
gations. 


TRADE WITH PERSIA (BOARD OF TRADE 
COMMERCIAL INTELLIGENCE COM- 
MITTEE). 

Report on the condition and prospects 
of British trade in Persia, by H. W. 
Maclean, Special Commissioner of the 
Commercial Intelligence Comuaittee of 
the Board of Trade. 


CONSULAR REPORTS. 

Index to Reports of His Majesty’s 
Diplomatic and Consular Representatives 
Abroad on Trade and Subjects of General 
Interest (with Appendix), 1903. 


(Oregon, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION (PROFESSION AL 
QUALIFICATIONS). 


Treasury minute, dated 30th June, 
1904, declaring that for the due and 


‘efficient discharge of the duties of the 


office of Director of Barrack Construction, 
War Office, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be ac- 
quired on the Public Service are required. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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CHANTREY TRUST. 


The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered 
out except to members of the Committee, 
and such other persons as the Committee 
shall think fit, until further order. 
(No. 132.) 
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NEW BILLS. 


SOLWAY ee: oe BILL 
H.L.), 

A Bill to form part of the Solway Firth 
into a fishery district for the purposes of 
the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
Acts, 1861 to 1892, and to constitute a 
Board of Conservators of that district, 
and for other matters connected therewith 
—Was presented by the Earl of Onslow ; 
read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 
2, on Tuesday next. (No. 133.) 


COUNTY COURTS BILL [4.1.]}. 


A Bill} to amend the law relating to 
county courts—Was presented by the 
Lord Chancellor; read 18; and to be 
printed.“ (No. 134.) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING BILL [H.1.]. 
(THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing read. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be 
read 3*.’—(Lord Wolverton.) 


now 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 
before this Bill is read a third time I wish 
to make a few comments upon it. It is 
a measure to amend the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act of 1894. That Act by no means 
brought shipping legislation up to date. 
It did not alter the law at all. A refer- 
ence to Hansard shows that it was 
described by the then Lord Chancellor 
as a codification of the existing law, and 
similar language was used in regard to it 
by Mr. Mundella and Mr. Bryce. It is 
true that some minor Acts have been 
passed since, but the law remains sub- 
stantially what it was in 1894. The 
greater part of the Act of 1894 is there- 
fore simply a recapitulation of the law 
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|as it existed more than half a century 


ago, when steam and electricity were in 
their infancy and the whole of the 
legislation as regards merchant shipping 
is In consequence very much behindhand. 
This Bill only deals with the fringe of 
some of the questions that will before 
long require solution. 


I look upon this Bill as an instalment 
only. If it is found that the worst class 
of merchant ships will spontaneously 
adopt a scale of provisions better than 
the “ pound and pint” scale, no one will 
be more agreeably surprised than myself, 
except, perhaps, the happy seaman who 
will actually eat the better ration. This 
Bill does not attempt to deal with the 
housing of the seaman. I am fully pre- 
pared to admit that this is a very diffi- 
cult problem, far more so than the pro- 
visioning. But it ought not to be beyond 
the wit of man to devise remedies. I 
should suggest that the Board of Trade 
should tell the better class of shipowners 
that it is intended to legislate on the 
subject, and that it wishes for their 
advice as to the wording of the clauses 
so that they may not be inconvenienced 
by such legislation more than is abso- 
lutely necessary. If shipowners con- 
tinue to adopt a non possumus attitude 
towards all changes in the law connected 
with the merchant seamen, there will 
always be a danger of a new Plimsoll 
agitation, and of hurried legislation in a 
passing fit of enthusiasm. 


The merchant seaman has a peculiar 
claim on this House, because, from the 
very nature of his circumstances, he is 
about the only class of working man who 
is unrepresented in the House of Commons. 
Even if he is a married man with a house 
and home of his own, he is probably 
away at the time of an election. I have 
always thought that this House should 
look upon itself as being in some measure 
a trustee for the unrepresented portions 
of the community. As this Bill is a 
small step in the right direction, I hope 
that it may pass into law this year, and 
that during the recess the Board of Trade 
will reconsider all questions in connection 
with the merchant seaman, and that it 
will be ready with a fresh Billin February. 
I may be too sanguine, but I am en- 
couraged in this hope by the fact that a 
Select Committee of the other House is 
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taking evidence on the broader aspects 
of these questions, especially as to how 
some of our restrictive regulations can 
be applied to vessels frequenting our 
ports under foreign flags. 


Lorp WOLVERTON : I am very glad 
to hear the welcome that my noble friend, 
who is so well qualified to speak on this 
subject, has given to the Bill. I have, 
of course, no power to initiate legislation, 
but I will undertake that the remarks 
he has made on the Third Reading shall 
reach the President of the Board of 
Trade. 


On Question, Bill read 3*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


THE CASE OF THE “ ANTILLIAN.” 

Lorp MUSKERRY : My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the case of the captain 
of the British steamer ‘“ Antillian,” 
who was lately imprisoned under degrad- 
ing conditions in the common gaol at Vera 


Cruz by order of the Mexican authorities ; | 


and to ask whether it is a fact that the 
case has been dismissed by the Mexican 
Judge at Campeche, and the captain re- 
leased unconditionally : also, whether, 
in regard to the representations made by 
the Merchant Service Guild, the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs has extended 
his support to the captain’s claim for 
compensation for the unjustifiable treat- 
ment to which he has been subjected ; 
and whether he is able to give any further 
information bearing on the case. 


I feel that I must first express the 
great satisfaction that is felt at the way 
in which the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs has interested himself 
in regard to this matter. It cannot but 
be greatly appreciated by the captains 
and officers of our merchant ships, who 
in their dealings at foreign ports fre- 
quently experience great difficulties, and 
sometimes consider that their interests 
as British subjects are not always pro- 
tected as they might be by representatives 
of this country abroad. I need only 
mention the case of the “ Greylands,” 
where two officers and some of the crew 
of a merchant vessel were confined in 
prison for nearly five months without 
trial, the cases of the ‘‘ Isleworth ” and 
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the “ Antillian.” 


the “Ivydene,” and the case of the 
chief officer of the British ship “ Kam- 
bira ” to substantiate this. 


924 


In the particular case to which I am 
calling attention, however, there is 
absolutely no doubt that everything 
possible has so far been done by the 
noble Marquess, by the British Minister 
at the city of Mexico, Mr. Grant Duff, 
and by Mr. Consul Leay at Vera Cruz. 
They, as our representatives on the spot, 
deserve great credit. For your Lord- 
ships’ information I will mention briefly 
the facts, which are that whilst the 
steamer “ Antillian” was lying at King- 
ston, Jamaica, her captain was ordered 
by the agents of his owners at that port 
to carry a number of labourers to a place 
called Chencan, on the Mexican coast. 
A proper clearance was obtained at the 
Kingston Custom House stating the 
number of crew and passengers, and a 
bill of health for the port was also 
/obtained. There was, however, no 
| Custom House at Chencan, but the agents 
informed the captain that they had sent 
a cable to the city of Mexico, and that 
a Customs representative and doctor 
would meet the steamer at Chencan. 
On arrival these officials were not waiting 
the vessel, as expected, and consequently 
the captain thought it would be per- 
fectly safe to land the labourers with 
their personal effects. Proceeding from 
thence to Vera Cruz all the papers were 
handed in to the Customs officials with 
the usual declaration form stating that 
the vessel landed the passengers and 
| effects at Chencan, as I have mentioned. 
| Everything was perfectly above-board, 
and three days after this the steamer 
finished discharging and was ready for 
sea. 











To the surprise of all concerned the port 
authorities then detained the steamer. 
and, four days after, arrested the captain 
on a charge of smuggling contraband into 
Chencan. He was thereupon confined 
in the common gaol amongst criminals 
of the worst kind. This treatment was 
strongly protested against by Mr. Leay. 
the British Consul. After three days 
in what are described as “ filthy surround- 
ings and frightful atmosphere,” the 
captain became ill, and though the 
British Consul used every endeavour 
get him into a private ward, he was 
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lodged in the criminal ward of the 
hospital, where the horrors are described 
by the captain as still greater. On the 


facts being communicated to him Mr. | 


Duff, the British Minister at Mexico, at 
once interviewed the Mexican Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, and as 
further delay arose he proceeded to the 
private residence of the Mexican Minister 
tor Foreign Affairs. The result was that 
ultimately the captain was released on 
bail, amounting to 3,000 dollars, and the 
steamer was permitted to leave under 
a bond of, it is said, 20,000 dollars. 


The Foreign Office, in communicating 
with the Merchant Service Guild, stated 
that they were informed that the captain 
appeared to be in a state of complete 
nervous prostration in consequence of 
his treatment, and that he had lodged 
a claim for compensation for £1,000 for 
himself and £3,000 on behalf of his owners, 
the steamer being detained. The Acting 
District Judge at Vera Cruz decided that 
the captain’s trial should take place at 
Campeche, but that place being, if pos- 
sible, even more unhealthy than Vera 
Cruz, the British Minister did everything 
in his power to have the decision reversed, 
but evidently without avail. Before 
proceeding to Campeche the captain was 
furnished by the British Consul at Vera 
Cruz with a letter to the British Vice- 
Consul at Progreso, as there is no British 
Consular Officer at Campeche. The 
agents of his line of steamers provided 
him with food, also a bed and mosquito 
curtain during his imprisonment, and 
retained counsel for his defence. The 
result, sofar as I have been able to gather, 
is that the judge at Campeche dismissed 
the case and referred it to the Custom 
House at Mexico City, whilst he informed 
the captain that he was at liberty to pro- 
ceed to England. 


Of course, I am not endeavouring to 
justify smuggling or anything of its 
character, but the circumstances are 
such as to show that in this case there has 
been nothing of the kind. Even were 
there suspicion of it, I venture to submit 
that the captain of a British merchant 
ship should command proper considera- 
tion in a case of this character. Apart 
from the outrageous treatment to which 
he has been subjected, and from which 
he has suffered very considerably in 


{7 Jury 1904} 


the “ Antilian.” 926 


health, the captain of the “ Antillian,” 
on being imprisoned, lost the command 
of his vessel, which is really a very serious 
matter to him. It is, I think, necessary 
that when British subjects are imposed 
upon and tréated in this scandalous way 
His Majesty’s Government should step 
in. We know very well that a Mexican 
captain in one of our own ports would 
be treated far differently over a case 
similar in circumstances to that of the 
captain of the “ Antillian.” I hope to 
hear that the noble Marquess is supporting 
what I feel to be a reasonable and fair 
claim for compensation, and if he 1s 
able to give any further information it 
would be welcomed by very many who 
have been impressed by the cruel and 
unjustifiable treatment to which the 
captain of the “ Antillian” has been 
subjected. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspowNnE): My Lords, the account 
of this case which has reached me does 
not difler materially from that which the 
noble Lord has given to the House. It 
seems to me that, prima facie, Captain 
Wescott’s treatment was of a harsh and 
unjustifiable character, and that it is the 
duty of His Majesty’s Government to 
pursue inquiries into the matter. Of 
course, as the noble Lord has admitted, 
the landing of passengers and goods at a 
place which is not a port of entry and 
where there is no Custom House is, 
on the fact of it, an irregularity, but there 
is nothing to show that Captain Wescott 
was guilty of that irregularity deliberately. 
On the contrary, the evidence proves 
that he landed at Chencan in consequence 
of instructions received from the agents 
of the firm by whom he isemployed. His 
ship was detained, and he was thrown into 
prison, and although he only remained 
in prison three days, he seems to have 
been subjected, to say the least of it, to 
very disagreeable and painful surround- 
ings which occasioned him for the time a 
loss of health. He was eventually tried 
and, as the noble Lord has told your 
Lordships, the Court acquitted him of 
criminal responsibility, but the case 
was handed over to the Commissioner 
of Customs at Campeche. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Mexico. 
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*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I believe he was handed over to the 
Commissioner of Customs at Campeche 
and that the matter was then re- 
ferred to the Customs authorities 
at Mexico. The case is, I understand, 
still sub judice. Captain Wescott 
has claimed £3,000 as compensation for, 
the detention of his ship, and £1,000 
for the personal ill-usage which he en- 
countered. I understand that the 
Board of Trade are of opinion that some 
claim for compensation exists, but they 
do not desire to express any opinion as 
to the reasonableness of the amount 
claimed until we have received further 
information from our Chargé d’ Affaires 
in Mexico, to whom the matter has been 
referred. I was very glad to hear the 
noble Lord admit that Mr. Grant Duff, 
as well as our Consul at Vera Cruz, had 
left nothing undone in their endeavours 
to secure redress for Captain Wescott. 
The papers which are before me show 
that Mr. Grant Duff spared no pains to 
convince the authorities that Mr. Wescott 
had been guilty merely of an error of 
judgment, and that no crime could be 
imputed to him. That is how the matter 
stands. We shall, no doubt, hear in due 
time from our Chargé d’Affaires ; and 
if he should report that in his opinion a 
claim for compensation can be sustained, 
the noble Lord may rely upon it that we 
shall press the claim to the utmost of 
our ability. 


THE MARITIME CONFERENCE AT 
BRUSSELS. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise to put the Question standing in my 
name, viz., whether a deputation con- 
sisting of representatives of the General 
Council of the Bar, the International 
Law Association, the Committee of 
Lloyd’s, the Chamber of Shipping of 
the United Kingdom, the Liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce, the Liverpool 
Steamship Owners’ Association, the North 
of England Steamship Owners’ Associa- 
tion, the Glasgow Chamber of Commerce, 
the Glasgow Shipowners’ Association, 
and the Hull Chamber of Commerce and 
Shipping. has urged upon the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs the necessity 
of His Majesty’s Government being 
represented at the forthcoming Interna- 
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tional Maritime Conference at Brussels, 
in order to, among other things, promote 
greater uniformity in the maritime 
law of different nations; whether His 
Majesty’s Government have declined to 
accede to the proposal, and, if so, for 
what reasons; also, whether, in view of 
the weight of public opinion on the sub- 
ject, and its great importance to British 
shipping, His Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to assist In any way In promoting 
uniformity in the maritime law of differ- 
ent nations. 


Conference at Brussels. 


Before dealing with this question I 
should like to give notice that I propose 
to ask the noble Marquess what protec- 
tion the British flag is supposed to con- 
fer on its subjects, or others who are on 
board a vessel flying the British flag. 
My reason for doing this is that I have 
always been under the impression that 
though Custom House officers are al- 
lowed —— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): I would point out to the 
noble Lord that he is now transgressing 


the Rules of Order. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: May I put my- 
self in order by moving the adjournment 
of the House ? 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: The noble 
Lord has given notice of a Question which 
he proposes to ask on a future day, and 
is beginning to give arguments upon it. 
That is clearly out of order. 


Lorp MUSKERRY : Then I will pro- 
ceed with the Question standing in my 
name on the Paper. When putting this 
notice down I had not seen the reply 
sent by the noble Marquess to the Interna- 
tional Law Association. It is a refusal 
to be represented at this International 
Maritime Congress, and I quite acknow- 
ledge that there may be very good 
reasons for the noble Marquess’s decision, 
but I would ask him to consider one point 
in the matter. As you know, whenever 
I have brought anything before your 
Lordships’ House in the shape of pre- 
cautions for safeguarding lives of men at 
sea I have always been met with the 
argument—and I suppose I shall con- 
tinue to be until things are altered— 





that to adopt them would be placing our 
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shipowners in an unfair position in com- 
petition with foreign nations who do not 
adopt them. I do not know what your 
Lordships think of that argument, but, 
in my opinion, it is extraordinary that 
because other nations do not take pre- 


cautions for the safety of the lives of | 


their subjects we in England should not 
lo so, but should wait until they have 
joined in taking those precautions. It 
seems to me that there may be a possi- 
vility in this Maritime Congress, and in 
ther similar congresses, of the British 
tovernment approaching other nations 
ourely from a humanitarian point of 
view, and seeing if they will not join in an 
nternational arrangement for remedying 
vhat has not been denied is a great risk, 
iot only to our own seamen but to the 
seamen of every other country on the 


Nigh seas. 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, it is the case that I had the 
honour of receiving some few weeks ago 
a deputation representing the important 
public bodies enumerated in the noble 
Lord’s Question, and that the object of 
that deputation was to urge upon His 
Majesty’s Government the necessity of 
their being represented at the forthcom- 
ing International Maritime Conference 
at Brussels. It isalsothe case that after 
consideration and inquiry I felt it my 
duty to inform the members of that 
deputation that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment did not propose to take part in the 
proceedings of that Conference. The 
reason which led usto that decision was 
this: in view of the great magnitude 
of British shipping interests we did not 
consider that it was desirable that this 
country should take such a part in a 
conference of the kind proposed as might 
have the effect of in any way committing 
us to measures adopted by other countries 
whose interest is infinitely smaller than 
ours, but whose representation upon such 
a conference would be equal to our own. 
That is a consideration which, I believe, 
has, on previous occasions. induced the 
taking part in similar inquiries. 
I say that, I readily admit that we re- 
cognise the great importance of endea- 
vouring to arrive, as far as possible, at 
uniformity in the maritime law of nations. 
In such matters, for example, as the law 
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in regard to collisions, the salvage of ships, 
or pilotage, it is clearly desirable that 
the laws of different countries should, 
as nearly as may be, correspond ; and, 
therefore, if it should result from the 
discussions of this conference that any 
proposals are made with that most 
laudable object, the noble Lord may rest 
assured that we shall be prepared to 
examine those proposals in the most 
friendly and considerate spirit. 


THE PUPIL TEACHER SYSTEM. 

Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I rise t > 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion whether he will take into considera- 
tion the necessity of making special grants 
towards the travelling expenses of pupil 
teachers attending pupil teachers’ centres 
in agricultural districts. My reason for 
putting this question is that I do not think 
the Board of Education quite realise 
the very great difference which will be 
entailed by the new regulations in the 
course of the education of pupil teachers 
—the very great difference there will he 
between the cost in towns and the cost 
in the country. The Board of Education 
have not, apparently taken into con- 
sideration the distance these pupil 
teachers will have to travel. [have asked 
the clerk to the education committee in 
the East Riding of Yorkshire to let me 
know what the travelling expenses of the 
pupil teachers are there, and he informs 
me that while the cost of education in 
three pupil teachers’ centres only amounts 
to £450, the travelling expenses run to 
£400, very nearly as much as the cost 
of the education. In the towns that 
expense is saved, and it seems to me 
there should be some recognition of this 
fact and special grants made in agricul- 
tural districts in order to defray the 
extra cost. 


Itis bad enough as things are at 
present, but it will be worse when the new 
regulations come into force. Under the 
new regulations which will come into 
force next year, pupil teachers will not be 
allowed to serve more than half time ina 
public elementary school; they must 
receive half-time instruction at some 
pupil teachers’ centre. That means that 
for two and a half days a week they will 
have to attend a pupil teachers’ centre. 
Where we have now one pupil teacher in 
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our schools we shall, therefore, have to | 


have two, because they will have to 
attend half time at the centre; and if 


they are ten or twelve miles from the | 


centre it will be necessary to pay their 
expenses backwards and forwards each 
day. The sum of £400, to which I have 
referred, is incurred with only one day 
a week; with two and a half days a 
week that expenditure will be enormously 
increased. In agricultural districts the 
cost of education is a very serious matter, 
and the unpopularity of the new Educa- 
tion Act is partly due to the fact that it 
will entail a very great expenditure upon 
the country. 


For myself I must say I do sympathise 
with those agriculturists who have to pay 
in respect of education, I was going to say 
an income-tax, because it amounts to an 
income-tax in the case of many agricul- 
turists. In some cases it amounts to 
10, 15, and even 20 per cent. of their 
income. I know farmers paying £1,000 
a year rent who are rated upon £1,000 a 
year, and having to pay 6d. in the £. 
Ihave no doubt that last year the educa- 
tion rate amounted to at least 10 per cent. 
of their income. Next year the ex- 
penditure upon pupil teachers will be 
very much greater. How they are going 
to get over the difficulty which faces 
them I do not know. It will be for the 
county councils to consider. There are 
several ways of getting over the difficulty, 
and I am afraid it will be found that in 
some counties, at any rate, a very unsatis- 
factory mode may be chosen. it will 
be possible, for instance, for a county 
council to come to the conclusion that 
the expenditure on training pupil teachers 
is so great that they will not train them, 
but will rely upon other towns and other 
cities to train them, feeling that by paying 
slightly higher salaries they will be able 
to procure a sufficient supply of teachers 
without having the expense of training 
them. That is one possible way of meeting 
the difficulty, but I think it is a very un- 
satisfactory one, and I should be very 
sorry to see that method carried into 
operation. 


Another mode which may be selected 
by the county councils is that of starving 
the secondary schools. At present the 
grants received for the purposes of 
secondary education have been most 


Lord Herries. 


| 
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beneficial. I have had the honour of 
being chairman of our education com- 
mittee for twelve or fourteen years, and 
I can say this, that during the time these 
grants have been made the attendance 
at secondary schools has _ increased 
eight-fold. The advantage that has been 
conferred by these grants to secondary 
education has been enormous. I should 
be sorry to think that by the new scheme 
about to be introduced any injury should 
be done to the secondary education of 
the country, but I do fear that if we have 
to spend such an enormous sum of money 
upon the education of our pupil teachers 
that may possibly be the result. The 
third way of meeting the difficulty would 
be by having a rate, and I must say | 
deplore the necessity of imposing a rate 
for the purpose. of giving instruction to 
pupil teachers in pupil teachers’ centres. 
I hope, therefore, my noble friend the 
President of the Board of Education 
will take into consideration the very great 
difference between the cost of educating 
pupil teachers in the country and in towns. 
In towns, of course, the pupils can go 
from one school to the other by trams 
or ’buses and the cost is small, but in the 
country, if you have to take pupil 
teachers ten, twelve, or fifteen miles to 
the centre, the expense is very great. 
I think in this matter the country should 
be placed on equal terms with the towns. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or tHE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of LonponpERRY): My Lords, I cer- 
tainly have no fault to find with the very 
moderate manner in which my noble 
friend has put this Question to me. I 
know full well, although I do not myself 
reside near the East Riding, the great 
interest which the noble Lord has always 
taken in everything connected with that 
Riding of Yorkshire, and the prominent 
part he has played in regard to education 
there. I am not sorry that my noble 
friend has raised this question, for | 
cannot but think that at the present 
moment there exists, not only in the 
minds of your Lordships, but throughout 
the country, a misapprehension as to the 
requirements of the pupil-teacher system. 
I do not think any noble Lords who have 


studied the question of education will 


contradict me when I say that the 
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education of the pupil teachers is of 


enormous importance. It is the bounden 
duty of the education committees to 
see that those who are to instruct the 
rising generation have themselves had a 
proper training for that duty. We 
must recognise that the greater portion 
of the teaching staff in our elementary 
schools is recruited by means of our 
pupil-teacher system. 


This system has existed now for con- 
siderably over fifty years, but up to two 
years ago it had not been in any way 
varied during that half century. Until 
the Act of 1902, I do not think there had 
been any alteration for the betterment 
of our system of pupil teaching. 1 do not, 
wish to say anything on an occasion 
like this of a controversial character. but 
I doubt very much if noble Lords op- 
posite have ever done anything in that 
direction. I do not think Mr. Acland, 
my predecessor at the Board of Educa- 
tion and a recognised educational expert, | 
who did his utmost to discharge the | 
duties attaching to the position, ever | 
did anything himself to promote our | 
pupil-teacher system, and, therefore, by | 
the Act which became law in 1902, that | 
system has for the first time received | 
practical and useful aid from the Govern- | 
ment of the day. I consider that enor- | 
mous benefit will accrue to education | 
in the future from that Act. I think our | 
pupil-teacher system will receive enormous | 
benefit from the provision in that Act | 
which gives to the local authority in any | 
area increased advantages in the pro- | 
motion of the pupil-teacher system. If | 
you go back to the foundation of this 
system, you will find that the only aid 
given was the grant paid to the elementary 
school where the pupil teacher was sup- 
posed to, and I presume did, teach; 
but until last year the sum paid to those 
teachers was, on an average, only about 
£2 per head per annum. 





My noble friend laid great stress on the 
fact that extra expense would accrue 
from the new regulations of the Board 
of Education. I think my noble friend 
overlooked to a certain extent the fact 
that those regulations with regard to the 
pupil-teacher system are not compulsory 
but may be acted upon according to the 
requirements of the locality. There is 
no need in any area for any authority to 
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rush headlong into any extra expense. 
They may take whatever course they 
like, and my own advice to my noble friend 
would be that he and his council should 
advance very slowly and cautiously, 
feeling their way in the line they propose 
to take. My noble friend evidently 
entertains the idea, and I am bound to 
say that I think it is an idea which is very 
generally held, that the regulations of the 
Board of Education have increased the 
expenditure of local authorities under the 
particular head to which reference is made. 
[‘: Hear, hear!’?] With due deference to my 
noble friends who say “‘ Hear, hear,” I do 
not think they quite realise what the Board 
of Education has done in respect of these 
regulations, which, as I say, are not 
compulsory. I do not think they have 
realised the great importance which we 
naturally attach to the pupil-teacher 
system and the fact that we have been 
able to induce the Exchequer to give us 
largely increased grants in order to 
develop and improve the system. 


The Board of Education issued last 
year some new regulations on this im- 
portant matter in which, amongst other 
things, it was provided that a completely 
new grant became payable for the pre- 
liminary education in preparatory classes 
of boys and girls likely to become pupil 
teachers ; and further, that the existing 
grant of £2 for the education of each pupil 
teacher was raised to £3 wherever such 
pupil teacher was receiving proper in- 
struction in a well-equipped centre. Since 
then, in spite of the admittedly difficult 
financial situation this year, the Board of 
Education has been privileged to announce 
that both ofthese grants are this year to 
be doubled ; that is to say, that whereas 
in previous years before 1903 practically 
no grants were payable for the pre- 
liminary education of boys and girls 
about to become pupil teachers. there 
will this year be payable for this purpose 
from the Exchequer as much as £4 pet 
head. And in respect of each pupil teacher 
properly instructed in a well-equipped 
centre there will be payable a grant of £7 
per head, including therein the grants 
hitherto payable in respect of pupil 
teachers instructed in science and art 
classes. I think your Lordships will thus 
admit that, so far from increasing the 
burden of local authorities, the present 
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Government have taken very long steps 
indeed towards alleviating the burden of 
local authorities in this respect. 


I do not for one moment contradict 
what my noble friend said as to the 
difference between urban and rural dis- 
tricts. Undoubtedly in towns there are 
facilities which do not exist in the rural 
districts. I should like to be able to tell 
my noble friend honestly what it 1s pos- 
sible for us to do to meet the incontestable 
difficulty to which he has referred, but 
I am sure the noble Lord would not ask 
me to make any premature statement 
or hold out to him any hope of meeting 
his demands which it would be impossible 
for me to realise. Considering the short 
time that the Education Act has been in 
force, it is impossible for us at the Board 
of Education to make any accurate 
estimate as to what may be the number 
of pupil teachers in the coming education 
year, which begins on Ist August. I 
am obliged, therefore, to tell my noble 
friend that I cannot give him any definite 
answer at the present moment as to what 
we can or cannot do. I hope, how- 
ever, that before the autumn we shall 
have obtained statistics from the various 
areas, with which we are in constant 
communication, as to the number of 
pupil teachers who require this assistance. 
Again, I say we shall lay special stress on 
the fact that those in rural districts 
require greater assistance than those in 


urban districts; but until we have 
received the returns and been able to 
carefully examine the statistics and 


formulate some plan by which we can 
meet the requirements of these districts, 
I do not think it would be wise on my 
part to make any promise. 

I hope that when we have formulated 
our plan we shall be able to meet some of 
these requirements, and be placed in a 
position to ask for even further aid from 
the Exchequer. But at the same time it 
must be understood that although we 
may, and I believe we shall, receive 
further aid from the Exchequer, I cannot 
promise to earmark the manner in which 
that extra aid is to be expended. Cir- 
cumstances vary in different areas, and 
what might be an advantage to my noble 
friend in the rural district in which he 
takes such a great interest might not be 
an advantage in other more thickly 
populated districts. Ican assure my 

The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 
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noble friend that I sympathise with all 
that he has stated. It may be said that 
it would be convenient to local authorities 
that we should state what amount of 
money we expect to get, and the manner 
in which we propose to distribute it, but it 
is impossible at the present moment for me 
to give any definite answer on that point. 
I can only assure my noble friend that 
when that money comes in we shall 
endeavour to administer it in such a way 
as shall be satisfactory to the local 
authorities, whether they be urban or 
rural, 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I am 
glad my noble friend behind me has eli- 
cited from the noble Marquess an acknow- 
ledgement that there is a great difference 
between agricultural and urban districts. 
The real question is not whether county 
councils in the great agricultural districts, 
which are thinly populated and very 
badly supported by railroads, are obliged 
to go to this expense, but whether 
you wish to keep up the _ pupil- 
teaching system or not. I imagine that 
at the present time a great number of 
school managers in the large counties, 
like Lancashire, where the pupil teachers 
have to go a considerable distance to the 
centres, and where the railway accommo- 
dation is as bad as it is possible to con- 
ceive, are considering whether they will 
in future send pupil teachers at all to 
those centres. I am sure the noble 
Marquess, after what he has said, will 
agree that it is highly essential that we 
should train as many pupil teachers as 
possible both in agricultural and urban 
districts; but the facts have to be looked 
in the face. 


I have had considerable experience as 
one of the managers of elementary schools, 
and I am certain of this, that it is im- 
possible to carry out this particular pro- 
vision of the Act of 1902 at the present 
moment. If pupil teachers are to give up 
one half of their time each day to attend- 
ing these centres, it practically means 
giving up the whole of the five days, or, 
if they are to go for two and a half days, 
it means that they will have to 
give up three days. Therefore, if 
you are to have education going on in the 
future it will be necessary to engage two 
pupil teachers where you now have one, 
or you will have to give up sending these 
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pupil teachers to the centres at all. I 
think a great deal might be done by alter- 
ing the rates which they are paid in the 
country and in the town districts. In 
the towns they can go to the centres after 
they have done all their work, or, at any 
rate, after they have done a good half- 
day’s work and at no expense to the 
school managers; but in the agricultural 
districts it is quite impossible for them 
to do so. There is another point I should 
like to bring to my noble friend’s 
attention, and I do it with the full 
knowledge that he will look thoroughly 
into all these questions. Before the Act 
of 1902 came into force, school managers 
were in the habit of paying school- 
mistresses for giving, out of hours, extra 
»ducation to the pupil teachers, but they 
‘annot do that now. The county 
councils are not enabled to pay anything 
whatever. As they have no money of 
their own, they cannot pay school- 
mistresses, with the result that pupil 
teachers have to absolutely rely for any 
instruction they get out of school 
hours upon the pupil teachers’ centres, 
which it will be impossible in many 
agricultural districts for them to attend. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I did not think when I saw 
this notice on the Paper that it would 
have grown into a discussion on the 
pupil-teacher system. I feel, with the 
noble Lord who called attention to this 
matter, that the problem of securing 
teachers in the rural districts is one of 
the most difficult problems that those 
concerned in education have to face. I 
do not put it so much on the question 
of cost; it is a very difficult matter to 
get them at all, and, when you have got 
them, to give them anything like a 
proper training. I could not follow the 
noble Marquess in what he said as to 
the new regulations. There have, I 
know, been certain notifications as to 
the postponement of some of the pro- 
visions of the new  Pupil-Teachers’ 
Minute, both as to age and as to the 
time ot coming into operation, but they 
have been merely temporary postpone- 
ments. 


The new regulations for pupil teachers 
contemplate that very soon nobody 
in towns will be able to become a 
pupil teacher until he or she _ has 
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turned sixteen. The period of pupil 
teachership is cut down to two years, 
but in rural districts it is three years. 
Formerly the period was four years. Re- 
collect that these pupil teachers are to 
be half-timers throughout. I think 
that is admirable and absolutely neces- 
sary. But let me say that this half-time 
need not be worked each week; so long 
as the pupil teachers do so many days a 
year they may take them at a time con- 
venient to themselves. Therefore, the 
Board of Education, I admit, has aimed 
at making this comparatively easy. 
What I complain of in the new Minute is 
that the Board of Education have tried 
to jump to what may be called a com- 
paratively ideal system of training pupil 
teachers at a moment when it was very 
important not to dislocate the system, 
and when the improvements ought to 
have been introduced carefully and step 
by step with ample notice, because, as I 
have no doubt the noble Marquess will 
agree, the great difficulty at the present 
moment is where to find teachers at all. 
There is a great demand for better 
teachers. The competition is much keener 
than it was, and at this moment there is 
not only nothing substantial done to 
increase the supply of teachers, but the 
new Minute will, I feel confident, very 
greatly diminish the sources of supply that 
now exist. I wasa little surprised to hear 
the noble Marquess say that from the 
establishment of the pupil-teacher system 
down to 1902 the system had remained 
stereotyped, and that nothing had been 
done to improve it. My recollection of 
the history of education does not at all 
correspond with that of the noble 
Marquess. When Mr. Lowe in his 
Code aimed at economies, unfortunately 
those economies struck at the root of the 
best part of education. He cut down 
the liberal grants to pupil teachers, he 
cut down the hours during which they 
must be instructed by their head teacher, 


and he left them very much at the 
mercy of the managers. They were 


thereby turned into a cheap auxiliary 
staff instead of pupils being gradually 
trained to become teachers hereafter. I 
feel compelled, however, to remind the 
noble Marquess that there have been 
improvements, though they have been 
more pressed upon the Board of Educa- 
tion than granted voluntarily. 
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Until the Cockerton judgment a great 
deal was done to train pupil teachers, but 
now, unfortunately, there obtains in the 
Board of Education a desire largely to 
sever the recruiting of pupil teachers 
from elementary schools. I view 
with very great apprehension the diffi- 
culties we shall go through in the next 
few years. Let me remind, the noble 
Marquess that if he will read the evidence 
and the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee, over which Mr. Sharpe, so long 
chief inspector of the Board, presided, he 
will see that some time before 1902 a 
very careful review of the pupil-teacher 
system and very valuable recommenda- 
tions for its improvement were presented, 
and that review and those recommenda- 
tions did really embody what was the 
practice of the best school boards at 
that time. When the noble Marquess 
paraded the recent liberality of the 
Government in having increased the 
grants to pupil teachers. he might have 
remembered that that liberality took the 
form of giving back a pound or two of 
that which had been previously taken 
away. In old days pupil teachers might 
get £3 or £4 a year, and it was spread 
over a longer period. Now the grant will 
be £2 at the earlier stage, when they will 
be studying mainly in secondary schools 
as lull-timers at a cost of £8 or £10 a 
year. 


When the noble Lord who initiated 
this discussion spoke of the possible 
courses that might be taken to get over 
the difficulty he said that one course which 
presented itself was that of giving up the 
training of pupil teachers altogether and 
of relying on neighbouring districts for 
recruiting the staff. I think that would 
be a most disastrous course to take. 


If each district tries to poach on 
its neighbour there will soon be 
no supply in any district. It is 


difficult enough to get pupil teachers 
in the rural districts as it is, and, if the 
Board of Education enforce their own 
regulations, it will become more difficult, 
because the Board heve in the Code a theo- 
retical rule, that pupil teachers should only 
be allowed in schools where they could be 
well trained, and where the size of the staff 
and the school are such as to render it 
possible to train them. 
tural schools, therefore, which cannot 
possibly have pupil teachers. 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


{LORDS} 


Tam quite , 


Teacher System. 940 


| sure that the only way in which you will 


get pupil teachers under any conditions 
similar to those that now prevail in 
the regulations will be through cheap 
secondary schools, by founding small 
scholarships and getting the promising 
children from the elementary schools 
to come in, as day scholars it may be, on 
the understanding that if they spend 
a couple of years in these schools they 
will pass on to become pupil teachers. 


The problem in the rural districts is 
quite a different one from that in the 
towns. Ido not want to go into contro- 
versial matters to-night, but merely to 
contribute a few practical suggestions. 
I agree with the noble Marquess that it 
would be a pity, when he gives more 
liberal grants, to earmark them for 
this or that. The habit of earmarking 
grants is a mischievous one; it makes 
local authorities think they are only to 
teach that for which they are paid. The 
trouble is that under the present law 
there is no duty imposed upon any local 
authority with reference to the training 
or preparation of pupil teachers. Pre- 
vious to the Cockerton judgment the 
duty of instructing pupil teachers was 
one of the obligations of the Code, failure 
to perform which would have led the 
Board of Education to declare the school 
board authority in default; but it was 
declared in that judgment that it was 
illegal for them to perform the duty of 
giving this instruction. The Govern- 
ment might, if they had chosen, have 
corrected that peculiar decision by indi- 
cating that the training of pupil teachers 
should be a part of the duty of the 
authority charged with elementary edu- 
cation. It would then have come under 
the elementary rate, which is not limited 
in amount; but instead of that, they 
declared that it should be a branch of 
secondary education. Moreover, by : 
turning children out of the elementary 
schools at fifteen and not taking them as 
pupil teachers till they are sixteen you 
run the risk of a gap in the school career 
which will make you lose many 
promising candidates. But the rights of 
local authorities under the secondary 
education part of the Act are permissive, 
and carry with them no duties. No 


There are many ! school managers can call upon the local 


authority to do one atom for the teach- 
ing of pupil teachers, because that is a 
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branch of secondary education which is 


liscretionary and not compulsory. The 
lifficulties, as I have said, are very great, 
ind I think the Board of Education will 
lo well to put forward some further 
Memorandum indicating how they suggest 
that local authorities should battle with 
this question, because it is a serious one 
snd one on which some help from the 
Board of Education will be useful. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, there 
was one remark made by the noble 
Marquess which I should like to correct. 
He rather twitted our side of the House 
yy saying he did not think we were aware 
f the great importance of this pupil- 
eacher question. I protest against that. 
(here are many Members on this side of 
che House who have taken a prominent 
part in education and who are fully 
sognisant of its great importance. For 
the new educational authorities the 
question is a serious one, and I think we 
ought to be very grateful to my noble 
friend for bringing the matter forward, 
for we have had a very useful and in- 
teresting discussion upon it. The speech 
of the noble Lord who spoke last was full 
of the information which he possesses 
almost more than anyone else on this 
subject, and ‘we ought to thank him very 
much for his contribution to the 
discussion. I venture to say that in 
connection with this subject there is no 
question now so important as an increase 
of places where teachers and _ pupil 
teachers can be properly trained. 


At this moment thee ducation of pupil 
teachers is relegated to secondary educa- 
tion. In many counties we have hardly 
been able to develop that at all, and the 
consequence is that there is an almost 
entire blank from the old system to the 
new with regard to the instruction of 
pupil teachers. One thing has_ been 
brought out most clearly to-night, and I 
think it is fully appreciated by the noble 
Marquess, and that is, that in considering 
this great subiect—and it will have to be 
considered in great detail—it must be 
remembered that there is a great differ- 
ence between rural and urban require- 
ments, Iam afraid from what I have 
seen, and from the little experience I have 
had in this matter lately, that some of 
the regulations put forward—I am 
not sure that they have not been some- 
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what modified since—did impose severe 
terms with regard to pupil teachers’ 
centres which would very greatly add to 
the difficulties surrounding this sub- 
ject, particularly in rural districts. 
The noble Lord who spoke last made 
what was no doubt a_ very wise 
suggestion with regard to that. 
I think the debate has been a useful one, 
and will impress upon the noble Marquess 
the great difficulties there are connected 
with this important subject, and I trust 
that the Board of Education will take all 
these matters that have been referred to 
into consideration, and will give such 
assistance to the local authorities as will 
enable them to supply what is so much 
needed, a greater number of teachers and 
also of pupil teachers. 


RE-VACCINATION RBILU [4.1]. 
Amendment rzported (according to 
order). 
House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 7th July, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


— ree 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (LORDS) 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.’:—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time to-morrow. 





Birkdale Improvement Bill; Crystal 
Palace District Gas Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments 
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Selby Urban District Council Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title. } 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad | 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill. Read the third time, 
and passed. 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Order 
Confirmation Bill. Considered ; to be 
read the third time upon Monday next. 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Billto be read the third time. 


Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South 
Snowdon Railway Bill [Lords]; North 
Wales Electric Power Bill [Lords] ; 
Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords] ; West 
Riding Tramways Bill [Lords]; Bourne- 
mouth Corporation (Tramways) Bill 
{Lords} ; Holywood Tramways Bill 
{Lords}. Reported, with Amendments; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for authorising the Urban 
District Council of Buxton to acquire 
from the Most Noble Spencer Compton, 
Duke of Devonshire, K.G., the Mineral 
Water Baths of Buxton, and to maintain 
and improve the same; and for other 
purposes.” [Buxton Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords. ] 


Buxton Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions against; from Allendale and 
Catton; Appleton; Ashford; Axbridge; 
Aylesford; Banwell; Barnes and Mort- 
lake; Blagdon; Boscastle; Bromley; 
Brown hills; Cheddar; Churchill; Col- 
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chester; Dover; Dunstable ; East Brent; 
Eastwood; Edinburgh (two); Farn- 
borough; Farnworth and Kearsley; 
Fulham; Glasgow; Gondhurst and Kiln- 
down; Grandborough; Hartlepool: 
Heighington; Houghton; Huntingdon; 
Latchford; Lee and Lewisham; Little 
Lever ; Luddenden (two); Lymm ; Lymp- 
sham; Martinscroft; Mitcham; Moore; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (two); New Shildon ; 
North Shields; Padgate; Penryn; Read- 
ing; Reddish; Rugeley; Salford; Sand- 
ford; Saltburn by the Sea; Seghill ; 
Shelf; Shildon (three) ; Shipham ; South- 
port; South Shields (two); Stockton 
Heath (two); Stockton-on-Tees; Syden- 
ham; Tamerton Folliott; Toddington ; 
Ubley ; Warminster; Warrington (two); 
Wedmore; West Hartlepool; West 
Streatham; Whitley; and, Wrington; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Scarborough, against 


restriction of Debate; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Sudbury, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PORT OF LONDON BILL. 
Petition of the Conservators of the 


River Thames, against; to lie upon the 
Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897. 
Petitions for alteration of Law; from 


Banbury ; and Scarborough ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Copy presented, of Minute of the Board 
of Education, dated 7th July, 1904, 
modifying Code of Regulations for Public 
Elementary Schools, 1904 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ISLE OF MAN. 


Account presented, of Revenue and 
Expenditure for the year ended 3lst 
March, 1904,with theReport of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 241.] 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and | 
onsular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 
207 and 3208 [by Command]; to lie 
}pon the Table. 


Questions. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) 
(OFFICIALS). 

Return ordered, “ Of officials employed 
pon the Ist day of June, 1904, by the 
arious county boroughs and _ urban 
ouncils in Ireland in carrying out the 
grovisions of the Technical Instruction 
_ Act, in the following form :— 

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 








Description of 
Date of appoint- 


Previous employ- 
Tenure of office. 














| (Mr. Joyce.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Electricity in Mines. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether, seeing 
that the recommendations of the Elec- 
tricity in Mines Departmental Committee 
are in some respects opposed to the 
latest practice adopted by the electrical 
engineers of corporation and _ traction 
companies, and are therefore opposed by 
engineers, he will, to expedite the passing 
of a uniforny set of rules, ask the Coal- | 
owners’ and Miners’ Associations to form 
a joint committe2 to agree to the main 
recommendations of this Committee 
which are not the subject of any serious 
controversy. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Iam not aware that the Com- 
mittee’s recommendations are opposed 
to the latest practice of the engineering 
profession. One of the members of the 
Committee was a distinguished engineer, 
and the Committee received very great 
assistance from that profession in their 
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I do not propose to delay the 
establishment of the rules by referring 
them to a further committee as 
suggested. The rules have been for 


Questions. 


| some time under the consideration of the 


Owners’ Association assisted by a 


| number of electrical engineers, and the 


communications received lead me to 
hope that, subject to modifications on 
some minor points, the recommendations 
generally of the Committee (on which I 
may add the miners were ably repre- 
sented) will be accepted. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether, seeing that the Electricity in 
Mines Committee recommended that the 
application of special electrical rules 
should be left in the hands of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, he will, in 
view that most of the inspectors have 
had no practical experience whatever of 
electrical work, ask the House to vote 
the necessary money to enable him to 
appoint a sufficient number of electrical 
inspectors so that an inspection could 
be made by these inspectors at least 
once a year at all collieries where 
electrical plant is installed; and will he 
say how many deaths occurred last year 
in mines and shafts due to electricity. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The view of the Committee 
was that the enforcement of these, as of 
all other special rules, should be left in 
the hands of the inspectors of mines, and 
I agree with that view. The appoint- 
ment of special inspectors for the pur- 
pose would be undesirable. If, however, 
as the matter proceeds, it should appear 
that there is any necessity for it, I shall 
be prepared to consider the possibility of 
giving the inspectors the assistance of 
expert advice in the matter. The 
number of deaths last year in mines 
trom electric shock was four. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes in Ireland. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in reference to 
how many estates inquiries have been 
made under Section 96 of the Land Act of 
1903 with respect to accommodation for 
labourers ; how many schemes have been 
framed, or are about to be framed, by 
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the Land Commission providing there- 


for; how many of such schemes have. 


keen forwarded to the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the rural district 
councils; what are the names of the 
estates and the counties dealt with in 
such schemes; and whether the Estates 
Commissioners will consider the de- 
sirability of having inquiries made from 
the labourers themselves, as well as from 
other persons on each estate inspected. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
number of estates inspected and reported 
on to the present date is 365; 250 of 
these have been before the Estates 
Commissioners for their consideration 
and ruling, but the remainder have not 
yet reached that stage. Schemes have 
been framed in the case of ten estates, 
and representations in respect of them 
will be forwarded in due course to the 
Local Government Board and_ rural 
district councils concerned. The ten 
estates referred to are as follows :— 


Perrin-Hatchell, county Wexford. 

Sir G. Morris, county Galway. 

Karl FitzWilliam, county Wicklow. 

W. H. Sinclair, county Tyrone. 

M. J. Sullivan, county Kilkenny. 

J. C. Wood, county Cork 

E. 8S. Parke, county Waterford. 

G. P. Colley, county Kildare. 

H. V. Brooke, county Down. 

W. C. Moore, county Wexford, 

The inspectors are instructed to make 
their inquiries locally and of all such 
persons as they may consider to be ina 
position to enable them to form an 
opinion. 


Cruelty to Horses in Mines—Visits 

of Home Office Inspectors. 

Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that during the Committee stage of The 
Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, words 
were inserted requiring the Government 


inspector to examine and inquire into | 


the case of animals used in the mine; 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
a case of continuous cruelty to a number 
of horses in a mine at Fenton, in North 
Staffordshire, belonging to the Stafford- 
shire Coal and Iron Company, in which, 
upon a prosecution by Mr. Colam at the 
instance of the Society for the Prevention 


| 






of Cruelty, at Longton, last Wednesday, 
the stipendiary magistrate, in sentencing! 
the manager of the mine to two months 
imprisonment with hard labour, ered 
his surprise that any Government officia 
could go into the pit and not see thé 
condition of these horses; whether thé 
Home Office have received reports 
showing that the mine inspectors 
throughout the country are actively 
carrying out the provisions of the Act ir 
connection with animals ; and can he say 
how many, if any, prosecutions * fo} 
cruelty have been instituted at the 
instance of a Government inspector. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers, 
Douglas.) The case to which I under 
stand my hon. friend to refer wa’ 
reported to me ky the Inspector o 
Mines last month, and I at once in 
structed the Treasury solicitor to tak: 
proceedings. Before they were instituted 
however, the inspector learnt that th 
matter had already been taken wy 
by the Society for the Preventior 
of Cruelty to Animals. He _ reportec 
this to me, stating that he though 
it would be best to await the result 
of these proceedings. The magistrate, 
I imagine, could not have been 
aware of these facts when he made the 
remarks mentioned in the Question. In- 
structions are given to inspectors of 
mines to examine into the care and treat- 
ment of horses. I have every reason to 
believe that these instructions are obeyed. 
During the last three years seventy-seven 
prosecutions have been taken for cruelty 
to animals in mines; of these twenty- 
five were proceedings by inspectors, i 
the remainder the proceedings were taken 
by the owners of the mines. 


Pay of Season Substitutes at Bristol 
Telegraph Office. 

Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitherce): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, seeing that in 1903 
season substitutes in the Telegraph Office, 
Bristo!, were paid at the rate of 27s. per J and 
week for the men and 20s. per week for § syst 
women, he will explain why for the § and 
current season the men are being paid §f wit! 
18s. per week and the women 15s. per 
week. ; (. 
(Answered bg Lord Stanley.) At Bristol = 


last year it was necessary to employ ae 
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everal qualifiel assistants pending a re- 
-ision of the staff (which has since been 
.uthorised), and exceptionally high rates 
pay had to be given to secure ex- 
ferienced officers, but the high rates 
entioned were not paid in every case. 
‘his year, however, no such conditions 
xist, and the wages paid are sufficient to 
btain the services of the few persons 
temporarily re juired. 








vertime in Ludgate Circus Post Office. 
Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
faware that the counter clerks and tele- 
graphists stationed at the Ludgate Circus 
Post Offce were asked to volunteer for 
overtime from midnight until 3 a.m. as a 
temporary measure during the pressure 
foccasioned by the South African War ; 
and that since the conclusion of the war 
Pthe men have still been kept on until 
53a.m. although they have asked to be 
relieved ; and, if so, whether. in view of 
Mthe fact that the inspector has now 
ordered the staff to perform 7.45 p.m. to 
$3 a.m. duty. he will investigate the cir- 
Fcumstances of the case. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) T amaware 
of the circumstances at the eLudgate 
(ireus Office to which the Member for 
Lambeth refers. It is necessary for the 
office to be kept open for telegraph 
business until 3 a.m.on five nights a 
week, but arrangements are already being 
made for the overtime to be abolished, 
and for the additional attendance beyond 
midnight to form part ofa regular and 
continuous duty. 


Charges for Letters addressed to Cromer 
‘ost ce. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that persons sending for their 
letters to the Cromer Post Office are 
charged threepence for a single letter and 
one penny for every additional ten letters ; 
and, if so, will he say whether this 
system exists in any other post offices, 
and, if so, whether he will take steps to 
withdraw these charges. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I fear that 
there has been some misapprehension at 
the Cromer Post Office respecting the 
tules as to the delivery of letters to 
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callers. 
at once. 


I will have the matter put right 


Zanzibar—Direction of Affairs during 

ultan’s Minority. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney an ' 
Shetland): To ask the Under-Secretar, 
of State for Foreign Affairs what arrange- 
ments are in force for the direction of 
affairs at Zanzibar during th2 Sultan's 
minority ; whether a deputation recently 
came to England to complain to the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of 
the proceedings of the R-gent; and, if so, 
whether the complaints were inquired 
into. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The affairs 
of Zanzibar are directe1 during the 
Sultan’s minority by the first Minister 
of His Highness’s Government acting 2s 
Regent. His Majesty’s Government have 
been in correspondence with the Sultan 
and Regent in regard to various questions 
recently raised by His Highness’s Envoy. 


Whitstable Charities—Alleged Misuse of 
Endowment. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether by letter dated 12th 
March, 1903, the Board of Education re- 
quested the Charity Commissioners to 
divert an endowment properly payable 
to the Kent education authority for the 
payment of teachers’ salaries at Whit- 
stable, in that county, and appropriate 
it to the payment of debts incurred or 
about to be incurred by the trustees of 
the Whitstable and Seasalter National 
School; and, if so, whether the Board of 
Education will inform the Charity Com- 
missioners that they now desire that the 
endowment shall be paid to the local 
education authority, as directed by 
Section 13 of the Education Act, 1902, 
and that if the managers of that school 
wish to enlarge the school-house"such en- 
largement shall be carried out by means 
of funds provided by the managers, as 
directed by Section 7 of the same Act. 


(Answ-red by Sir William Anson.) On 
the 12th March, 1903, the Board requested 
the Charity Commissioners to take up 
the conduct of the case, which was one 
of a “mixed charity,” and therefore sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis- 
sioners. The Board at the same time 
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expressed the opinion that it was de- 
sirable that the trustees’ proposal with 
respect to the improvement of the school 
buildings, and the arrangement for the 
repayment of any loan which might be 
raised for the purpose, should be laid be- 
fore the local education authority. This 
having been duly done by the trustees, 
and the scheme having been communi- 
cated by the Commissioners to the urban 
cistrict council, with the result that no 
objection was raised during the period of 
publication, which expired on the 27th 
May last, and expenditure having now 
proceeded on the faith of the sanction 
of the Commissioners, the Board do not 
consider that they can intervene in the 
manner suggested. No difference be- 
tween the local education authority and 
the trustees with reference to the 
application of the income of the endow- 
ment has been referred to the Board 
under the provisions of Section 13 (1) of 
The Education Act, 1902. 


Questions. 


Delay in Erection of National School 
at Knocknagin. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the cause 
ot the delay in sanctioning the erection of 
the proposed national school at Knock- 
nagin, county Derry, considering that 
some months ago the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland promised 
the reverend manager that they then ex- 
pected shortly to beable to give a definite 
answer on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In this 
cose the manager elected to postpone the 
erection of the building pending a de- 
cision on the question of the revision of 
the plans and estimates for school- 
houses, in respect to which I would refer 
to the statement made by my hon. friend 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
on the 26th May last vear.} 


Police House-to-house Visits in the Moy 
District. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain by whose 
authority, and for what reason, the 





t See (4) Vebates, cxxii., 1791. 
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police are going from house to house i: 
the district of Moy, county Tyrone, de 
manding the names of persons connecter 
with the Orange Society. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Th 
inquiries made by the police had referenc 
to the contemplated movements of th 
different bands and drumming parties o 
Ist and 12th instant, to enable arrange 
ments to be made for the preservatio 
of the peace on those dates. Such ir 
quiries are usual, but no inquiries of tl 
character mentioned in the Questic 
were made. 


Distribution of Guns captured in the 
South African and Chinese Wars. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
To ask the Secretary of State for Way 
whether the London County Council hay 
refused the offer of the War Office 
some of the guns captured in the Sout 
African and Chinese Wars; and whether 
he has made, or will make, a similar offer 
to some of the provincial towns. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- | } 
Forster.) The allotment of guns captured 
in the South African and Chinese Wars 
was made in accordance with the recom: J , 
mendations of a Committee, which duly 
weighed the claims of units and of public 
bodies to these trophies. No letter has 
been received in the War Office from the 
London County Council refusing the guns 

allotted to that body; but. should such 





refusal be received, the guns would be ¥ 
‘allotted to some other town within the 
‘boundary of the 4th Army Corps. : 
W 
Reconstruction of Queen Anne's Bounty 9 oq 
—_ Ac 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): ar 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury if § ha 
he will, at an early date next session, 
bring in the promised Bill for the re | 
construction of the Queen Anne’s Bounty 9 yyy 
Fund administration and its amalgama J w, 
tion with the Ecclesiastical Commission. J 19, 
yet 
nur 
(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 cer- pas 
tainly hope that the time may be found The 
next session for proceeding with this app 
measure. ‘ie 
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ORDER OF QUESTIONS. 


| Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) asked 
‘Mr. Speaker how it was that a Question 
f which he had put down to the Secretary 


for War, and which stood No. 1 on the 
Order-book, had that day been placed No. 
42. He knew that it was the practice to 
put all Questions to the Prime Minister 
late in the sitting, but he thought it 
extremely inconvenient that the Ques- 


Etions to other Ministers should be moved 


about in that way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that when the 
new rule as to ‘* Questions”? was settled 
two vears ago it was suggested by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, with the 
gcneral asent of the House, that the 
Questions should be so arranged as to 
ensure that those addressed to Ministers 
sp-cially busy in their Departments 
should be placed near the end of the 
list, and the Secretary for War was one 
of those Ministers who had been deemed 
to be entitled to this consideration. 


Mr. COGHILL: Could not the change 
be made earlier ? I find my Question stood 
No, | in the Order-book this morning. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I will inquire as to 
that. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Warrant Officers and Navigating Duties. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the warrant officers 
who have successfully passed through a 
course of navigation under the new 
Admiralty scheme are being. or will be, 
appointed to ships on which they will 
have navigating duties. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): This new course is of such 
Tecent institution that no vacancy ha3 
yet occurred to which any of the small 
number of warrant officers who have 
passed through it could be appointed. 
They will, however, be considered for 
appointment to any vacancies as they 
occur. 
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Felixstowe Martello Tower. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether certain land, the 
property of the War Department, on 
which a Martello tower stands, at Felix- 
stowe, has recently been sold; whether it 
was sold by public tender; and, if not, 
will he explain why; and whether, in the 
case of the sale of similar land, the War 
Office will offer the same for sale by 
public auction. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY tro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtey- 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): As 
a general rule sale by public tender is 
resorted to, but in the present case an 
expert adviser consid2red that the cireum- 
stances were not favourable for public 
sale, the market being somewhat de- 
pressed. The price realisel by private 
nezotiation was very largely '‘n excess of 
any reserve which would have been put 
upon the land in view of its actual 
market value. 


Ball and Dummy Cartridges. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he his now received any 
report as to the circumstances under 
which William Hill, of Fenton, a private 
in the 4th Battalion North Staffordshire 
Militia, met his death recently at Lich- 
field; and whether his attention has 
been called to the recommendation of 
the jury at the inquest that in future a 
distinction should be made between 
dummy and ball cartridges. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: A 
report has been received from the 
General Officer commanding the North- 
Western District, from which it appears 
that it is not possible to state definitely 
how this round of ball cartridge got into 
the bag containing dummy cartridges. 
As regards preventing a recurrence of 
this regrettable accident, inquiry is being 
made as to whether the distinction which 
now exists between ball and dummy cart- 
ridges cannot be made more marked. 
Orders have also been issued enjoining 
greater care in the issue and return of 
unexpended ball ammunition. 


2P2 
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Mr. COGHILL: Will any compensa- 
tion be made to the relatives of Private 
Hill ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPCRT: I 
must ask the hon. Member to give notice 
of that Question. 


Chinese Labourers for the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. if 


he will state how many men, women, | 


and children respectively formed the 
second party of Chinese who have lately 
embarked for the Transvaal. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytre.ton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I am informed 
that 1,97! emigrants sailed on the 
“Tkbal”?; no women and children; 
eleven registered married. 1,988 sailed 
on the ‘‘Swanleigh”; no women and 
children; 394 registered married 
men. 


Maltese Balance-Sheet. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the fact that three 
months have elapsed since the close of 
the financial year in Malta, he will under- 
take that a copy of the balance-sheet for 
the year will be available for Members 
of the House before the Vote on the 
Colonial Estimates is taken. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have communi- 
cated the hon. Member’s Question to the 
Governor of Malta, but pending the 
receipt of his reply, which I have re- 
quested h:m to furnish by telegraph, I 
am unable to state at what date the 
financial statements for the year ending 
31st March last will be ready. 


The Operations in Tibet. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Have His Majesty’s 
Government any further news from 


Tibet. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is there 
any information as to what the approxi- 
mate losses of the enemy were. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
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ford): I telegraphed this morning to the 
Government of India, but I have not 
yet received from them any account of § 
the operations yesterday at Gyangtse, § 
nor have I yet heard from them whether 
the account published in the newspapers { 


_is correct. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inform the House on the 
adiournment ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : Certainly, if I have 
any information. 


Seizure of the ‘‘ Allanton.” 

Sirk CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness) : I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can now state the reasons given by 
the Russian Prize Court at Vladivostock 
for the confiscation of the British steamer 
* Allanton” and her cargo; and, if not, 
when he will be able to give the inforima- 
tion. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): His Majesty’s 
Ambassador at St. Petersburg has asked 
the Russian Government for an official 
statement of the grounds upon which 
the vessel and her cargo were condemred. 
The information, when furnished, will 
at once be communicated to the parties 
interested. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) asked if the 
grounds for the decision were the passage 
of the vessel through the Japanese Sea, 
instead of the Pacific, the presence on 
board of a Japanese cabin boy, the 
absence of proof that the Japanese com- 
pany had sold the coal to a neutral party, 
and that the Judge was convinced that the 
steamer was not bound to Singapore, 
but to a Japanese or Korean port. 


Eart PERCY said he should like to 
have notice of that Question. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): Has any protest been sent by the 
British Foreign Office to St. Petersburg 


Eart PERCY: There can be no ques- 
tion of protesting until we have the 
official statement. 

















Questions. 


Pemba Freed Slave’s Appeal. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, | Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he has 
received the report giving the result of 
the appeal by the freed slave Mshangama 
against the judgment of Mr. J. P. Farler, 
the Zanzibar Government Slavery Com- 
missioner at Pemba, in the case of an 
action brought against Mshangama by 
his former master; and, if so, is he ina 
position to communicate that result. 
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Eart PERCY: The judgment de- 
livered by Assistant Judge Skinner 
Turner, who held the inquiry into the case 
on appeal, has been received. He holds 
that the interpretation of the Decree of 
1897 never came into the case and sees 
no reason to reverse the decision of the 
Collector either as to his facts or his 
law. 


Mr. BAYLEY: Will the noble Lord 
lay on the Table a copy of the judgment ? 

Eart PERCY: I should like to have 
notice of that. 


Expenditure on the East African and 
Uganda Protectorates. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tar, of State for Foreign Affairs if, in 
view of the fact that the Estimates, Class 
5, Vote 2, only show the gross sums 
necessary for the East Africa and Uganda 
Protectorates, he will supply more de- 
tailed Estimates for the use of Members 
of the House. 


Eart PERCY: No, Sir. The Estimates 
are presented in the same form as the 
Estimates for the protectorates which are 
under the control of the Colonial Office 
and it is not proposed to alter the existing 
practice. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: They are not 
Estimates but merely a statement of the 
grant in-aid., 


Collection of New Taxes. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to «sk Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether Section 18 of the Customs Law 
Consolidation Act, 1876 (which provides 
that when new duties of Customs are 
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imposed former ones are to continue 
until the new become chargeable) is held 
to justify Collecting Departments in 
enforcing new taxes from the date of the 
Vote in the Committee of Ways and 
Means imposing the same; and, if so, 
whether this interpretation extends to all 
new taxes, whether duties of Customs or 
not; and whether there has ever been 
any judicial decision to this effect. 


Questions. 


Mr. CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusteEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Section 18 of the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, relates 
to the Customsonly. It contains a statu- 
tory recognition of the practice of collect- 
ing new duties of Customs imposed by 
Resolution of the House of Commons from 
such date as is provided by the Resolution. 
The practice itself rests on ancient usuage 
in regard to Customs and Excise duties. 
The procedure is the same with regard 
to the collection of income-tax which is 
a tax annually imposed ; but it has never 
been extended to stamp duties. The 
hon. Member will find an interesting note 
on the subject on page 556 of the tenth 
edition of ‘ May’s Parliamentary Prac- 
tice.” There has not been any judicial 
decision on the subject. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give the words 
of Section 18 on which he relies. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the hon. Gentleman will be good enough 
to look at the Act he will find them in a 
moment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I have 
looked at the Act and I am puzzled to 
know on what words the right hon. 
Gentleman relies. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am afraid I can add nothing to my 
Answer. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Does the Act give statutory protection 
for this collection of Customs duties only. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
the section refers to Customs duties only. 
The practice has not been applied to the 
stamp duties, but it has to the Excise. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the hon. Gentleman consider the pro- 
priety of introducing into the Finance 
Bill some clause giving statutory author- 
ity. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
must be given of that. 


Irish Excursion Trains --Lack of Sanitary 
Accommodation. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that an 
excursion train, with about 600 members 
and their friends of the Catholic confra- 
ternity, left Enniskillen on the morning 
of the 3rd inst. for Dublin, upwards of 
120 miles, and returning on the evening 
of the same day ; and that on that train, 
crowded with passengers of all ages and 
both sexes, there was no lavatory nor 
sanitary accommodation whatever; and, 
in view of the comfort and health of the 
excursionists carried by this line to and 
from all points thereof, will he continue 
his good offices to rectify this state of 
affairs. 


Tue PRESIDENT or roe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrovr. Leeds, 
Central): I have no information on the 
subject other than that supplied me by 
the hon. Member himself, but I am direct- 
ing the attention of the railway com- 
pany to the complaint contained in his 
Question. 


Borough Reneitines gee the Licensing 
lil. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8S.) : 
I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
arrived at any determination as to omit- 
ting in Clause 7, Sub-section (2), of the 
Licensing Bill, the proviso that the 
recorder of a county borough, having a 
separate Court of quarter sessions, must 
be a member and chairman of any com- 
mittee of the justices. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Dove as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Yes, 
Sir; I propose to omit from the Bill the 
provision as to the recorder of a county 
borough, to which my hon. friend refers. 
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Motor-Cars in London Streets—Speed 
Regulations. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON: IT bez to 


ask the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether any suggestions 
have been made to him by the authorities 
in control of the London street traffic to 
regulate the speed of motor-cars in 
crowded thoroughfares. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): An 
application has been made by the Corpora- 
tion of the City of London for a: egulation 
restricting the speed of motor-cars within 
the City to ten miles an hour, and this is 
now under consideration. No application 
of the kind has been received as regards 
the rest of London, nor have sugges- 
tions been made to the Department on 
the subject by the authorities concerred. 


Council and Non- 
provided School Teachers’ Agreements. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Sceietary to the Board of Educat on 
whether his attention hes been called 
to the circular issted by the Director 
of Education of the Cheshire County 
Council, on 2nd May, 1904, stating that 
the Director of Edveation is authorised 
to withhold his consent, on behalf of 
the committee, to all agreemen's entered 
into between the managers of non-p7o- 
vided schools and teachers in such 
schools, unless such agreements are on 
the form prescribed by this committee; 
that all advertisements for teachers in 
elementary schools in the county 
elementary education area are to be for- 
warded for him to insert into suitable 
papers, and that no advertisements are 
to be issued otherwise; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the provisions of the 
Education Act, 1902, with regard to the 
appointment of the principal or assistant 
teachers in non-provided schools, he will 
state whether he proposes to take any, 
and, if so, what action in the matter. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1am Anson, Oxford University) : 
This matter is plainly one as to which 
managers, if they are aggrieved by tie 
action of the local education authority, 
have an appeal to the Board of Educa- 
tion, under Section 7 (3) of the Education 


Cheshire Count 
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Act of 1902. Under these circumstances, | 
the hon. Member will see that I could | 
not without impropriety answer his | 
Question within the terms in which it is 
framed. 


*Mr. BOLAND: MayI ask whether, 
as a matter of fact, an appeal has been 
lod zed in this ease. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: I am not 
sure whether any appeal has been lodge1 
in this case, but it has been done in 
similar Cass. 


Delay in Granting Probates in Dublin. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if he 
can explain the cause of the delay in the 
granting of probates at the principal 
registry of the probate division in Dublin. 


Tae ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I am not aware that there is any 
delay. There are no arrears, and I am in- 
formed that yesterday the clerks in the 
office were engaged in drawing up the 
grants onapplic itions lodged thesame day. 
Ifthe hon. Me nber will furnish me with 
information as to any particular case in 
which delay is alleged to have occurred, 
I will inquire into it. 


Irish Land Purchase—Kenmare Estate. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Estates Commissioners 
and the Congested Districts Board have 
been written to by tenants on the Ken- 
mare Estate, county Kerry, intimating 
that the landlord had expressed his 
readiness to sell his estate, and asking 
them to open up negotiations for the 
purchase of same; and, if so, will he say 
whether it has been and will continue to 
be the practic of the Estates Commis- 
sioners and the Congested Districts Board 
not to take any steps in such circum- 
stances until the landlord communicates 
directly with them. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
Congested Districts Board has received 
no communication from the tenants. 
The Estates Commissioners have, and the 
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tenants were informed that no applica- 
tion for sale had been received from the 
owner. I do not know what the hon. 
Member means by “any steps.” Neither 
the Board nor the Commissioners can 
take any effective administrative steps in 
respect of purchase until an owner has, 
at any rate, commenced overtures for 
sale. 


Mr. MURPHY: I may inform the 
right hon. Gentleman that in this case 
the landlord is willing to sell and the 
tenants are willing to buy. I want to 
know if either of these Boards will now 
move in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was for the 
parties to take the first st>p. 


Children’s Courts in Ireland. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what arrange- 
ments have yet been made for the 
establishment of children’s Courts in 
Dublin, Cork, and Belfast respectively ; 
and when the Courts will be opened for 
the trial of child prisoners. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In Dublin and Be!- 
fast arrangements have already bee. 
made for the separate hearing of juvenile 
custody cases without bringing them int» 
contact with adult offenders. In Cork, 
similar arrangements will be made when 
the by-laws regulating street trading by 
children are confirmed. These by-laws 
are now before the Lord-Lieutenant. 

Mr. SLOAN: When will the Belfast 
Court be opened ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is already ope... 


Carnane Estate, County Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I bez 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that within the past few months some 
sixty labourers and farmers in the parish 
of Fedamore, county Limerick, petition -d 
the Estates Commissioners requesting 
them to buy the Carnane Estate in that 
parish, and resell it insmall lots to the 
labourers and small farmers around ; and 
whether, seeing that the districts adja- 
cent, Skule ‘and | Clodhadoloorte,' are, for 
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the most part, cut-out bog, and are highly 
congested, he can hold forth any hope 
to the parties interested that the Estates 
Commissioners will endeavour to buy this 
estate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is some 
difficulty in identifying this estate on the 
information given in the Question. Per- 
haps the hon. Member will amend it by 
inserting the name of the owner. 


Kinvara Pier and Harbour. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the condition of the pier and 
harbour of Kinvara, county Galway ; 
and whether, seeing that the county 
council are prepared to advance a 
certain amount of money towards the 
work, he will try to have the promises 
made by the Lord-Lieutenant and the 
Congested Districts Board, and also the 
sum promised under the Marine Works 
Act, fulfilled, so that this work may be 
taken in hand as soon as possible. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am aware of the 
condition of the harbour works at Kin- 
vara. There are certain legal matters 
connected with the proposed expenditure 
on the works that are engaging the 
consideration of the Government, and I 
hope a decision will soon be arrived at. 


Mr. JOYCE: It is badly wanted. 


Major Fox’s Estate—Ballymacrossin, 
King’s County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the estate of 
Major Fox, Ballymacrossin, King’s 
county, is being sold to the tenants, 
and that Miss Masterson (who is living 
in a wooden hut in the locality) was 
evicted out of a farm of 200 acres on the 
property in 1884; and whether he can 
state what provision is being made for 
the restoration of this evicted tenant to 
her holding. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The estate of 
Major Fox is before the Estates Com- 
missioners. They ha-e also received an 
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application from the evicted tenant 
named, which will be duly considered. 


Mr. DELANY: When will the result 
be known ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
that. 


I cannot forecast 


Land Purchase in Papers “Themen 
Dowling’s Estate. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that Daniel Moran, of Cappa- 
white, county Tipperary, a tenant on the 
estate of Thomas Dowling, which is in 
the Land Judge’s Court for sale, offered 
twenty years purchase of his rent for his 
holding, which consists of a farm of about 
ten acres, of which he is a judicial tenant, 
and the same number of years purchase 
for his house and premises in (‘appawhite, 
of which he is a yearly tenant; that his 
offer has been refused, and proceedings 
threatened by writ for the recovery of 
arrears of rent ; and that it is proposedto 
sell the agricultural portion of the estate 
to the tenants, and the portion forming 
the village of Cappawhite tothe incum- 
brancer; and, if so, whether the Estates 
Commissioners will, seeing that the ten- 
ants in the village live chiefly by farming 
the agricultural portion of thet holdings, 
refuse their sanction to the proposed sale 
until an offer of sale is made of the whole 
estate to the tenants. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I beg also 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the proceedings in 
the Land Judge’s Court in the matter of 
the estate of Thomas Dowling, and to the 
order made by the Judge on the applica- 
tion of the solicitor having carriage, 
whereby the offer of the agricultural ten- 
ants to purchase their holdings at twenty- 
and-a-half years purchase was accepted, 
and the request that had been issued to 
the Estates Commissioners to inspect the 
whole estate (part being held by agn- 
cultural tenants and part consisting of 
the village of Cappawhite) was ordered to 
be withdrawn, on the ground that the 
incumbrancer represented by the solicitor 
having carriage of the sale was disposed 
to purchase the village himself; and 
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whether, in view of the fact that the 
greater number of the tenants in the 
village are also tenants on the agricultural 
portion of the estate, and of the effect 
upon these tenants of the withdrawal of 
the whole estate from the jurisdiction of 
the Estates Commissioners and splitting 
up the same for sale, the Estates Com- 
missioners will, on the application of the 
tenants of the village of Cappawhite, 
order an inspection of it, with a view to 
its purchase and resale to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Estates Com- 
missioners understand that’ the Dowling 
Estate, for sale in the Land Judge’s 
Court, consists partly of agricultural 


» holdings and partly of the village of 


Cappawhite. ‘They also understand that 
all the agricultural tenants, except Daniel 
Moran, have agreed to purchase their 
holdings on terms which the solicitor 
having carriage is prepared to recommend 
for acceptance to the Land Judge. Under 
these circumstances the Estates Com- 
missioners considered that there was 
nothing to be gained by the issue of a 
request which could apply only to the 
village of Cappawhite, and accordingly 
withdrew the request. 


Drainage of the Owenmore. 

Mr. O’ DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any portion of 
the Development Grant Fund will be 
allocated for river drainage purposes in 
Ireland; and, if so, whether a small 
grant from that fund will be given for 
the drainage of the Owenmore. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Provision is made 
in the Development Grant Estimate for 
a charge in respect of the drainage of 
the Bann, the reasons for which I have 
explained. I am not prepared to impose 
on the Estimate any additional charge 
for the purposes of arterial drainage. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Can |the right hon. Gentleman give us 
any information as to the Estimate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is being pre- 
pared, 


Irish Schoolhouse Plans. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 1) 


bez to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
cause of the delay on the part of the 
Government in sanctioning the revised 
plans and estimates for schoolhouses in 
Ireland; and if, considering the loss 
primary education by 
reason of this delay, he will take steps 
to have the plans approved of forthwith. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reasons for 
the delay have been explained by my 
hon. friend the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury. I would refer to his 
statement on the 26th May last year.f 


Police Constable Molloy, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): [beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the district 
inspector has any explanation to offer of 
the fact that he did not report the 
conduct of Police Constable Molloy, as 
disclosed at the Coleraine Petty Sessions, 
until after the matter had been raised in 
this Hous?; and whether he can state 
why Molloy was not censured immedi- 
ately after he had threatened one of the 
witnesses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The constable, as 
I have already stated, used no threat 
towards the witness, and the district 
inspector considered it unnecessary, there- 
fore, to make a report of the occurrence. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: When the report 
was made why did not the inspector act 
on it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared 
to deal in detail with minor questions of 
discipline, as I have the greatest con- 
fidence in the Inspector-General. 


Valentia Ferry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
improved facilities for the ferry at 
Valentia, county Kerry, are urgently 
required, and of the forecast of expendi- 
ture under the Marine Works Act which 
was made with regard to it, he will state 
in what respect conditions have so 
changed that no scheme of improvement 
is now being pushed forward. 





ft See (4) Debates, exxii., 1791. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam afraid I have | agreements, and of those tenants who 
no further information to give in the | have refused todo so; and, if so, if he 
matter beyond that already supplied by | will state whether the police are acting 
me in answer to previous Questionst by | under instructions by thus interfering in 
the hon. Member. the negotiations and by exercising 

| pressure. on the tenants with a view of 
United States Duties on Irish Fish. | inducing acceptance of the agent’s terms, 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire-| Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member has 
land whether he has any, and if so what, not been accurately informed. It is true 
Official information as to the withdrawal | that the police made inquiries in a frie: dly 
by the United States Government of | manner of the character referred to, but 
the increased duty on imported Irish , all such inquiries were made from ten nts 
mackerel. | who had actually signed agreements for 

| the purchase of their holdings and : iter 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I gave this informa- | negotiations had closed. The police did 
tion in reply toa Question yesterday by | not interfere with these negotiations. nor 
the hon. Member for West Kerry. | did they exercise any pressure on tenants 
as suggested. As the hon. Member is 
Land Purchase in County Donegal—Case 2Ware, there have been many demands 

of George Ward. for statistical information in respect of 

Mr. HUGH LAW: I beg to ask the Sales under the Act of 1903, and the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant Teturns prepared by the police have 
of Ireland if he can state why the Con- fecilitated the work of meeting these 
gested Districts Board decided not to demands. 
purchase the estate on which the holding | . , 
from which George Ward, of Tuberkeen,, Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Dees the 
Dungloe, county Donegal, was evicted is Tight hon. Gentleman really think, with his 
situated. ; knowledge of Ireland, that the police re 

the proper people to collect this inform:- 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board failed , tion? 


to come to terms with the owner. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes. I think they 
Mr. HUGH LAW: Are there any 2%e¢; and when I am asked to obtain in- 
“ | formation I must do my best to cet it. 
The police sometimes afford the only 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I canonly refer the | ™42S- 


hon. Member to my statemeats on this) yp CULLINAN (Tippe ary, 8.): But 
point last year in the Land Bill debates. lis not the information thus collected 
' always coloured in cccordance with the 
views of the Government ! 


means of getting this man reinstated. 


Kingston Estate, County Cork. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | 

County, N.E.): I beg to ask the ty tes . 
Chief foun. to the Lord-Lieutenant | oe Sees oem ae 
of Ireland if he is aware that police | 
constables have been and are daily 
engaged visiting the homes of tenants on 
the Kingston Estate, inquiring whether 
the tenants have agieed to purchase, if 
they are pleased with the terms, and the 
acreage, rent, and valuation of their farms, 
a note of the answers being taken down 
in writing; that they have also visited 
the estate office to ascertain the number 
and names of the tenants who have signed 


Miltown-Malbay Petty Sessions Clerz 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
say whether, when Head Constable 
Allngham was recently elected petty 
sessions clerk at Miltown-Malbay, some 
of the magistrates of the district, includ- 
ing the chairman of the county council, 
who holds the Commission of the Peace, 
were not summoned to attend; and 
+ See (4) Debates, exxxv., 1227. whether some of the magistrates who 
+ See page 794. did attend, and voted for Head Constable 
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Allingham, were not entitled to sit on 
the Miltown-Malbay Bench on the occa- 
sion; and, if so, whether he will cause 
another election to be held, and have all 
the duly qualified magistrates of the 
petty sessions district summoned. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Notices were sent 
by the clerk of the peace to every magis- 
state returned to him by the acting clerk 
of petty sessions as resident or in the 
habit of attending Miltown Petty Ses- 
sons. The chairman of the county 
council is not resident in the district. 
Some of the votes recorded at the election 
were not valid, but these were disregarded, 
and the head constable was found to 
have a majority of valid votes. The 


Buecessity for a fresh election does not, 


therefore. arise. 


Tallow Police Force. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on Sunday, the 19th ult., 
the sergeant, Royal Irish Constabulary, 
at Tallow, county Waterford, re- 
quisitioned extra police from other 
stations: if so, will he state on what 
authority this was done, and why; 
whether anything in the nature of a 
public meeting was announced for or 
took place in Tallow or its neighbourhood 
on the occasion ; and whether the county 
council of Waterford will be called upon 
to pay any part of the expense caused on 
the date mentioned by the action of this 
policeman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Four additional 
pelice arrived in Tallow on the date 
mentioned. They were ordered by the 
county inspector. No meeting was 
announced to be held and none was held. 
The men were drafted in from other 
stations in the county; the reply to the 
last query is consequently in the 
negative. 


Labourers Cottage Schemes in Ireland. 

Mr. O’SHEE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in reference to how many estates 
inquiries have been made under Section 
%6 of the Land Act of 1903 with respect 
to accommodation for labourers; how 
Many schemes have been framed, or 
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are about to be framed, by the Land 
Commission providing therefor; how 
many of such schemes have been 
forwarded to the Local Government Board 
and the raral district councils; what 
are the names of the astates and the 
counties dealt with in such schemes ; and 
whether the Estates Commissioners will 
consider the desirability of having 
inquiries made from the labourers them- 
selves, as well as from other persons on 
each estate inspected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM:I am not yet in a 
position to reply to this Question; but I 
will communicate the information to the 
hon. Member in the course of an hour, 
and the reply will be printed on to-day’s 
Votes. 


Alleged Valuation Error at Dingle.j 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the holding of Thomas 
O'Donnell, Annascaul, Dingle, was 
valued at £5 beyond its true value 
through the mistake of the valuer; that 
he never knew of the increased valuation 
till he was asked to pay rates on it, when 
he refused and appealed to the county 
council; that there was no division or 
applotment in 1904, but a revision 
correcting the mistake of the valuer; 
whether, seeing that Mr. O’Donnell ap- 
pealed on the first occasion this matter 
was brought to his notice, steps will be 
taken to have the amount which he was 
compelled unjustly to pay refunded to 
him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [explained the facts 
of this casein my reply to the hon. 
Member’s previous Question of Monday 
last. Public notice, in accordance with 
the statutory requirement, was given by 
the local authorities that the valuation 
lists were open for inspection. It is well 
known that such lists are open for 
inspection every year in March. Mr. 
O'Donnell failed to avail himself of his 
right of appeal, and there is no power now 
to re-open the case. It does not rest with 
the Government to order a refund in 
respect of rates; that is a matter for the 
local rating authority. 





+ See page 452. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: As this 
mistake was due to the neglect of an 
offcial, will the right hon. Gentleman see 
that the money is refunded ! 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can add nothing | 


to my Answer. 


Millstreet Police Lodging-out Allowances. 
'-: Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) : 
I bez to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether Con- 
stzble Ahern occupies that portion of the 
Millstreet police barrack known as the 
hospital; does his wife live in these 
apsrtments with him; is he one of the 
constables stated to be in receipt of a 
lodging-out allowance; and will he give 
the names of the two constables who live 
in the barrack and who are in receipt of 
lodzing allowances. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first two queries is in the affirmative, and 
to the third in the negative. The names 
of the two men referred to at the end of 
the Question are, Sergeant Crowley and 
Constable Smyth; the former has recently 
retired from the force. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Am I to understand 
thst it is in accordance with the rules 
for a constable living in barracks with 
his wife to receive a lodging allowance ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
do's not. 


I have said he 


Land Purchase in County Cavan—David 
Finlay’s Estate. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan. 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Irish Land Commission has been noti- 
fied by tenant purchasers on the estate of 
Da-id Finlay and others, near Bawnboy, 
in the county of Cavan, that the receiv- 
able orders which have been sent from its 
offices in Dublin have not been delivered 
to the tenants; and, if so, will he say 
who is responsible for their non-delivery. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
also to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a number of the tenants on 
the estate of David !Finlay and others, 


near Bawnboy, in the county of Cavan. 
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(which is under the control of the Land 
_Judge’s Court), who have signed their 
| purchase agreements, have been notified 
_by the Irish Land Commission that their 
applications to purchase their holdings 
have been dismissed owing to delay; if 
so, will he state the cause of the delay; 
and, if the delay does not rest with the 


tenants, will they still be afforded an } 


opportunity of completing their pur. 
chases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 10th June 
thirteen applications for advances from 
tenants on this estate were dismissed by 


Mr. Commissioner O’Brien for delay in | 


The | 


the conduct of the proceedings. 
orders of dismissal have since been re- 
scinded in six of these cases; five of 
which have been referred to the inspector 


for report and in the remaining case | 


the advance has been sanctioned. No 
interest in lieu of rent is yet payable to 


the Land Commission in any of these § 
cases, and consequently no receivable | 


orders have been issued to the tenants. 
With respect to the seven cases in which 
the orders of dismissal have not been re- 
scinded, the receiver has made a report to 
the Land Judge, who is in communication 
with the tenants’ solicitor with a view to 
arranging, if possible, that they shall sign 
fresh applications, and also that all the 
remaining tenants shall also sign like 
applications for advance. 


Learners in the Irish Postal Service. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
the rule reducing the age limit from 
twenty-five to eighteen years in the 
case of girls seeking to enter the Post 
Office service in Ireland is intended to 
apply to learners who have almost com- 
pleted the twelve months probation, and 
who, at the date of the making of the 
rule, were only a few months over the 
age limit; and whether, in view of the loss 
of time this rule will inflict on these girls 
and their parents, he will take steps to 
except such cases from the operation of 
the rule. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Srantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
The maximum limit of age for admission 
as learners in the Post Office has been 
eighteen for some years, and this limit i8 
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retained in connection with the new 
grangements for filling such situations 
generally by competition in Ireland. As 
in the past, assistants at sub-post offices 
will be eligible to take part in the limited 
competitions at Belfast, Cork, Dublin, 
Limerick, Londonderry, and Waterford, 
rovided they have been continuously 
enployed by the Post Office from a time 
when they were under twenty-five years 


| of age. 


Punishments in the Cork Post Office. 
*Mr. J. F. X. O7BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
heis aware of the disparity in the punish- 
in the Cork Post 


an officer was recently punished with two 
hours extra duty without pay; whilst 
for the loss of a remittance letter contain- 
ing money, afterwards accidentally found, 
only nominal notice was taken; that for 
mis-sending two letters, a caution, in the 
surveyors name, was recorded against 
an officer, and the same notice only was 
taken of a sorting clerk absent from duty 
for one day; that for an error of ls. odd 
in the cast of a parcel list a sorting clerk 
was fined one day’s pay, and cautioned 
in the Postmaster-General’s name, whilst 
for an error of £10 in the preparation of 
a surcharge return on the part of another 
officer, no notice was taken; and, if s0, 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of an investigation into the state of 
affairs at Cork Post Office by a trust- 
worthy officer. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
the circumstances to which the hon. 
Member refers, but, with the exception 
of the caution in my name, all the punish- 
ments awarded were within the power 
of the local authorities to administer. 
They doubtless, in each case, took into 
consideration any special circumstances. 
I may add that in such cases I am 
unwilling to in any way interfere with 
the decisions of the local authorities, in 
whose fairness I have complete confi- 
dence. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O7BRIEN: Is the noble 
Lord aware that the system of espionage 
prevalent in the Cork Post Office is very 
irritating and causes a great deal of 
trouble ? 
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Lorp STANLEY: Iam not aware of 
that, nor do I think it is so. 


Questions. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Will the 
noble Lord investigate the matter ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Kinvara (Galway) Letter Deliveries. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that there is only 
one mail delivery at 7 a.m. at Kinvara, 
county Galway; and whether, seeing the 
inconvenience to traders and others that 
this causes, he will have arrangements 
made for an evening delivery also. 


Lorp STANLEY: The question of 
affording a second delivery of letters at 
Kinvara, county Galway, has recently 
been under consideration, but I regret 
that, owing to the high cost of the exist- 
ing arrangements, I should not be justified 
in sanctioning the additional expense 
which would be involved in providing the 
desired accomodation. 


Pay of Limerick Postmen. 

Mr. JOYCE : I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the 
postmen employed at Limerick are not 
placed on an equal footing as regards pay 
with the postmen of other places where 
the work is the same; and, if so, will he 
give his attention to the matter, with a 
view of removing the alleged grievance. 


Lorp STANLEY: Postmen’s wages 
are regulated mainly by the cost of living 
and value of labour in the locality. The 
pay of the Limerick postmen is the same 
as at other places where the conditions 
are similar. 


Mr. JOYCE: Arising out of that 
Answer, may I tell the noble Lord that the 
cost of living in Limerick is as high— 
especially in the matter of house rent— 
as in Cork. Will he consider this very 
real grievance ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Trinity College, Dublin. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will give the Return 
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asked for in the Order Paper this day | whether, if a good deal of the information 
relating to the revenues and method of | asked for can be abstracted from the 
government and administration of Trinity | different Returns to which he has referred, 
College, Dublin. it would be so difficult and costly to put 
ae aa __ | it in a form which would be convenient 
le PRIME MINISTER anD FIRST | to Members of the House and to others 
LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | interested in Irish education. This js 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Ihave looked | a matter of great interest not only to 
into this matter, and I find that in part | the people of Ireland, and it is almost 
the information asked for is to be found | impossible at present, except by very 
in the College Calendar published each | laborious investigation of these docu- 
year under the authority of the Board. | ments, to get even the elementary facts 
Other information can be collected from | of the case. : 
the Report of the Royal Commission of 
1853, and from two Returns, one of June | Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I speak with 
10th, 1874 (Incomes and Revenues) for | very imperfect knowledge of the subject, 
each vear (1869-1873), and from another | but I conceive there would not be a 
Return of August 5th of 1889 (Incomes | serious difficulty in collating the infor- 
anl Revenues). The revenues of the| mation already available to the public, 
college, which, apart from fees, are mainly | But that information would hardly be 
derived from land held by the college, | complete enough for the subject of a 
are at present the subject of a reference | Parliamentary Return if, as I understand 
to a Vice-regal Commission, which has | the case, there are other parts of the 
just been appointed. Having regard to | question in regard to which the difficulty 
the information available from the|I have referred to would make itself 
sources indicated, it would appear that | felt. I cannot add to what I have 
no useful object would be attained | already said. I am told that it would 
by granting the Return, which would | be a costly and difficult thing, and in 
entail very considerable expense, as it that case, and considering that there is 
would necessitate practically the pre- | a Commission investigating it, it seems 
paration of a volume of great length | premature, at all events. to ask the 
dealing with the whole question of Uni- ‘college to undertake this costly opera- 
versity administration. I do not think | tion. 
I could with propriety ask the University | 
authorities to furnish this material, as| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But is the 
they have no staff or funds available for | right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
the purpose. | Return for which I am asking is framed 
|exactly on the one grante! for Oxford 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked | ang Cambridge. 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was | 
aware that since the last Report, issued, *Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
in 1899, Trinity College had obtained | Gentleman has said he cannot give the 
something like £15,000 a year extra of | Return. The hon. Member cannot debate 
public money. | that Answer. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR imagined that, if | 2 he Return referred to was as 
that were so, it must have been either for | !0:0S— 
fees or land, and if it was for land it! Trinity College, Dublin—Return of 
would be the subject of inquiry by the | Revenues and Statement o! method of 
Vice-regal Commission, whose Report, no | government and administration, in the 
doubt, would be made public. | following form :— 

; (a) A Statement of the Revenues of 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): May J | the ‘a and of the sources from 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether it | \1:0), they are derived. 
is within his knowledge that a Return by Ac . i ae 
with regard to revenues was given for (6) As to the Fellows of the College— 
the Universities of Oxford and Cam- Their number; method of election; 
bridge some time ago, and that no diffi- | tenure of office; the duties and emolu- 
culty was raised by the authorities, and | ments of each individual Fellow, andthe 





pr 


th 
re 
lin 


In 


th 


if | 
tal 
pre 
ion 


Is] 


Se; 





—~— eS Go fe eve Ce. 


rd 


u- 


he 





977 Questions. 
surces from which these emo!uments 
are derived; how many, and which of 
them, hold professorships or other o‘fices. 

(c) As to the Pro‘essors— 

Their number; method of election; 
tenure of office; the duties and emo!u- 
ments of each Professor; whence are 
those emoluments derived; how many, 
aud which of them, ho'd other co!legiate 
offices. 

(4) A Statement of the method 
gvernment and administration of the 
(yllege (distinguishing the duties of the 
Board and of the Academic Council), and 
oi the number, duties, and salaries of the 
persons, other than servants, porters, 
etc.. employed in the College. 


¢ 
Oi 


(ve) A Statement giving particulars as 
to the four professional schools. showing— 

(1) The number of and 
Teachers in each school. 


Professors 


(2) The emoluments received by each 
such Professor and Teacher. 

(3) The fees paid in each school for 
pro essional instruction. 

(/) A Statement giving particulars oi 
the amount and employment of the Fund 
received as compensation for the Church 
livings of which the College was deprived 
in 1869, showing— 

(1) The original amount of the Fund. 

(2) The 

(3) The 
the lund. 

(4) The present amount of the Fund. 


(y) What provision is made for 
peisioning Fellows and Professors and 
other persons in the employment of the 
College. How many pensions have been 
granted since 1870. Age, employment, 
and cause of retirement of persons to 
whom such pensions have been granted. 
How many of such persons are now living. 


method of investment. 


employment of the interest of 


Behring Sea Seal Fisheries—Despatch of a 
British Warship. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Ibez to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if His Majesty’s Government have under- 
taken to send a {British man-of-war to 
protect, against attack,the Russian pssess- 
lonsin the Pribyloff Islands, the Copper 
Islands, or other islands in the Behring 
Sea, or Russian property in seals on or 
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about those islands; have they arranged 
with the Russian Goverament that this 
man-of-war shall coal at Petropavlovsk ; 
if so, seeing that Russia is at war with 
Japan, and that Japan is cons2quently 
free to exercise her right of attacking, 
capturing, and confiscating any Russian 
territory or property, on what ground 
was the decision taken to intervene in the 
war by protecting Russian possessions or 
property against Japanese attacks; have 
His Majesty’s Government taken the 
advice of the Law Ouificers of the Crown, 
and are they satisfied by that advice that 
such action does not constitute a breach 
of neutrality. 


Me. GIBSON BOWLES: I. bez 
also t@ ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury were conferences held at the 
Foreign Office in March and April as to 
the proposed defence of certain Russian 
islands and seal fisheries in the Behring 
Sea, between British, Canadian, and 
Russian delegates ; if so, was any Japanese 
delegate present or invited to be present 
at those conferences; and, if not, why 
not; have His Majesty's Government 
applied for the assent of Japan to the 
interference of Great Britain for the 
defence-of Russian territory and property 
against Japanese attacks; and, if so, 
when was their assent asked for and 
given; and, in view of the precedent 
thus to be set of action by a neutral 
Power, in derogation of the rights of war 
recognised by the Law of Nations, will 
the correspondence with Russia and 
Japan respectively, and an account of 
the conferences be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
ready to answer my hon. friend to-day 
on these two Questions; but would not 
his purpose be sufficiently satisfied if I 
were to assure him that any steps we 
have taken have been taken with the full 
knowledge and assent both of Russia and 
Japan, and that no international ques- 
tion can arise? If he wishes for more 
detailed information I will give it now. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No, Sir; but 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman can 
promis? me the correspondence I have 
asked for. It does raise an intensely 
important question of international law, 
and if we could have the correspondence 
regarding that important question, that 
would entirely satisfy me. By - 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
there is any correspondence upon the 
point in which the hon. Member is chiefly 
interested. I think he has asked these 
Questions under a mistake, but I will give 
him a full Answer. The first Question 
relates to certain islands. He is under a 
mistake in thinking that the Pribyloff 
Islands belong to Russia. As a matter 
of fact they belong to the United States. 
One of His Majesty’s ships is about to 
proceed, es usual, to the Commander 
Islands, to enforce, under the Seal 
Fishery Act, 1893, so far as British 
vessels are concerned, the provisions of 
the agreement with Russia. This agree- 
ment was laid before Parliament in 1893. 
His Majesty’s ship, as in former, years, 
will be furnished with a supply of coal at 
Petropavlovsk. No jurisdiction will be 
exercised by His Majesty’s ship over 
Japanese vessels, but the Japanese 
Government have requested that any 
raid may be reported to them and they 
will themselves deal with such case. No 
breach of neutrality can take place, and 
there has been no occasion to consult the 
Law Officers of the Crown. The action of 
His Majesty’s Government has been taken 
at the request of Russia and Japan. 


Questions. 


Sir Charles EBliot’s Resignation—Condi- 
tions Of Grant of Land to East African 
Syndicate. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
will lay upon the Table of the House, 
either before or at the same time as the 
Papers connected with Sir Charles Eliot’s 
resignation, the conditions on which 320 
square miles of country has been granted 
or leased to the East African Syndicate ; 
and what consideration the said syndi- 
cate has paid or has agreed to pay for 
same. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Papers 


will be laid simultaneously. 


The Statement on Army Reform. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
In reply to my Question  yester- 
day the First Lord of the Treasury 
said he could not say what the busi- 
ness on Thursday next would be. But 
the newspapers appear to have been 
informed that the Army Estimates will 
be taken and that the Secretary of State 
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for War will then make his statement, 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman is now 
able to inform the House upon this 
subject. 


Mr. WOLFF: And will the right 
hon. Gentleman make a statement at 
the same time as to the arrangement for 
Friday’s business ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
seen the statement to which the right 
hon. Gentleman refers, but it has 
certainly not been made on the authority 
of His Majesty‘s Government. I think it 
not improbable that my right hon. friend 
will be able to make his statement on 
Thursday, but I must certainly not be 
held as committing myself at present to 
that arrangement of business. In reply 
to the hon. Member for Belfast the 
arrangement will be as I hinted yester- 
day. We shall take first the order of 
reference of the Labourers Bill to a 
Standing Committee. I hope that will 
not take long, so that we may then go 
on to the Land Bill. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Minister in charge of 
the Aliens Bill took steps in the Grand 
Committee that day which practically 
amounted to its abandonment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been 
informed that a Resolution was passed 
that in consequence, as I understand it, 
of the extraordinary prolongation of the 
proceedings in that Committee—— 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
No such Resolution was passed. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): It was 
withdrawn absolutely by the Minister. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I was asked 
the Question without notice, and I 
attempted to answer it with such 
information as I had. If that information 
is disputed, hon. Gentlemen had better 
put down a Question. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Does not the Minister in charge of the 
Bill act on the instructions of the 
Government ” 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Minister in | 
charge of the Bill is a member of the | 


Cabinet, but so far as I know he acted 
in this respect as a member of Com- 
mittee. But, again, perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will put a Question 
down. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I am sure 
the right hon. Gentleman on considera- 
tion will see that at the earliest moment 
practicable, at this period of the session, 
the House should be informed what the 
position of the Aliens Bill is. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
three o’clock. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I desire to ack, 
Sir, whether the Chairman of the Aliens 
Bill Committee has not reported to the 
House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. Swift MacNeill’s ‘ Orderly ” Question. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked why a 
Question he had handed in at the Table, 
and which was perfectly in order, it 
having reference to the Motion on the 
Paper with regard to the dissolution of 
the present Parliament, had not appeared 
on the Paper. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have not the least 
idea, but I am delighted to hear that the 
hon. Member has succeeded in bringing 
to the Table a perfectly orderly Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Icanonlysay 
that in my own judgment it was orderly. 
But I hope Mr. Speaker will make inquiry, 
because the blue pencil is exercised most 
delightfully on my Questions. 


The Public in the Central Hall, 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I beg 
to ask Mr. Speaker whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that an 
apparently organised crowd was gathered 
in the Central Hall on Monday evening, 
and that so as to preserve order the police 
moved part of the crowd into Old Palace- 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The only regulation 
of the House I am aware of is that con- 
tained in one of the Sessional Orders, which 
directs the Commissioners of the Police 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms to see that 
there is no disorder and no annoyance 
within the precincts of the House. As to 


‘what took place on Monday, I knew 


yard, and whether there is any rule or, 
order of the House which limits the 


number of strangers to be allowed within 
the precincts of the House when it is 
sitting. 
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| the Table, and to be printed. 


nothing at the time of there being any 
great crowd, but I was afterwards in- 
formed that there had been a considerable 
crowd in the centrallobby. I made some 
inquiry and learned from the Sergeant-at- 
Arms and from the inspector of police 
that although there was a considerable 
crowd, and some noise, the passages were 
kept open and that there was nothing in 
the circumstances which appeared to 
make it necessary to report to me that 
there was disorder or annoyance or to 
take any steps. The only step that was 
taken, I understand, was that when the 
inspector of police found that the num- 
ber of people in the central lobby was 
becoming very large, the police at the 
western entrance to St.Stephen’s Hall were 
instructed not to allow more to come in 
until there was room, and those who 
were there were directed to retire, and 
they did retire. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Do we 
understand that hon. Members on the 
other side are afraid of meeting their 
constituents ? 


[No Answer was returned, ] 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 





ALIENS BILL. 
Reported, so far as amended, in the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Leave given to the Standing Committee 
to make a Special Report. 


Special Report brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
[No. 242.] 


Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 242.] 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(WALES) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment, from | 
the Select Committee, with Special 
Report and Minutes of Evidence. 


Special Report brought up, and read. 


Report and Special Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 243.] 


t bo 


; SELECTION (“STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Haxsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection that they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. 
Attorney - General, Major Seeley, Mr. | 
Dalziel, Mr. Peel, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. 
Moon, Sir Harry Samuel, Mr. James 
Bailey, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore, Mr. 
Theodore Taylor, Mr. Thomas Shaw, 
Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. John Rutherford, 
Mr. Joyce, Mr. Hugh Law, Dr. Shipman, 
and Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree; and 
appointed in substitution: Mr. Solicitor- 
General, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Colston, 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Mat- 
thew White Ridley, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Pryce-Jones, Mr. Henry Hobhousa, Mr. 
George Faber, Mr. Helder, Sir George 
Fardell, Sir George Bartley, Mr. Haldane, 
Mr. Samuel Evans, and Mr. Soares, 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


‘out the 


NEW BILL. 


UNIVERSITY OF LIVERPOOL BILL. 


“ To extend the privileges of the Gradu- 
ates of the University of Liverpool,” pre- 
sented by Sir John Brunner; supported 
by Mr. Haldane, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, 
Mr. Stock, Sir John Willox, Mr. Charles 
McArthur, Mr. David MaclIver, Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor, Mr. Houston, and Mr. Watson | 
Rutherford; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday,next, and to be printed. | 
[Bill 259.) 
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and 
‘tunity of testing the sincerity of the 
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SUPPLY [16TH ALLOTTED Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JerrREys (Hampshire, N ) in the 
Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 


CuAss III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £71,342, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of the Irish Land Commission.” 


*Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary,S.) moved 
to reduce the Vote by £1,000 in order to 
call attention to the working of the 
Land Act of last year. During the 
passage of the Act, he said, they were 
told that they were going to have 
a new Ireland, that indastries were to be 
revived, and that, in fact, immigration 
was to be substituted for emigration. 
But, instead, they had a feeling of dissatis- 
faction and discontent owing to the way 
in which the Act was working. They were 
promised a great electrical boom in the 
establishment of the Iveagh-Pirrie Motor 
Scheme, but before the end of the year 
they learned that the scheme had been, 
if he might say so, actually dead before it 
was born, and, instead of a spirit of 
confidence having been created through- 
country, dissatisfaction and 
discontent were rampant owing to the 
way in which the Land Act was 
being worked. It could not be 
denied that hon. Members representing 
the tenant farmers acted in a straight- 
forward and conciliatory manner, being 
ready to meet the landlord party more 
than halfway. They were prepared to 
put up with great defects in the 
Bill in order to give every possible 
chance for the realisation of the pro- 
phecy of the supporters of the Bill, 
in order to give every oppor 


landlords and their ‘friends. It must 
be admitted that their National organi- 
sation in Ireland had not up to the 
present taken any precipitate action 
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whatever, notwithstanding that the land- 
lords had completely spurned the con- 
ciliatory policy; on the contrary, the 
farmers had shown the greatest possible 
forbearance. What was the result? The 
landlords, instead of accepting the bonus 
in the spirit in which it was intended, 
viz., in order to bridge over the difference 
between them and .the tenants, had 
increased their demands, exclusive of the 
bonus, by six, eight, and ten years 
purchase. In some cases they had 
demanded almost double the former 
value of their properties. He knew of 
one case in which the landlord, prior to 
the passing of the Act, was willing to 
sell to his tenants at nineteen years 
purchase, whereas he was now demand- 
ing twenty-six-and-a-half years, which, 
with the bonus, represented thirty 
years purchase. 


The Land Commissioners were giving 
dissatisfaction equally to landlords 
and tenants. They had no regular 
system; they lacked cohesion and 
they were incapable. He knew of 
one who was actually unable to distin- 
guish between a wheat and an oats crop 
in the end of July and was appointed 


Land Commissioner the following 
November. He believed he was 
appointed a Commissioner solely 


because he was a captain of Militia. 
Any Land Commissioner who happened 
to be a practical man was hunted about 
from pillar to post. in his opinion, the 
money at present devoted to the carrying 
on of the work of the Land Commissioners 
was really wasted; and he pointed to the 
remarkable fact that there was scarcely 
any difference in the rents, whether fixed 
in the Land Commissioners’ Court, the 
County Court, or through theaid of valuers. 
It could really, he declared, only be 
described as the penny-in-the-slot system. 
It was quite a waste of time and money 
for landlords and tenants to go into these 
Courts; the thing had become a regular 
farce, for, whatever evidence was given 
and whatever inspections followed, it did 
not alter the thing one iota. The de- 
cisions were all arranged beforehand. 
Incidentally he spoke of Land Commis- 
sioners’ driving round on their visits of 
inspection with land agents ; and, turning 
to statistics, he showed that in return 
for the £180,000 paid to the Land Com- 
mission for the years 1902 and 1903 
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they had only a few estates sold an’ 
@ gross reduction of rents ot £49,637. 
This, he declared, was an extraordinary 
state of things, requiring most serious 
consideration. 


With regard to the Land Purchase 
Act of last year, he thought the 
first question that would occur to the 
Irish Members would be what answer 
the Chief Secretary could give to the 
complete indifference and neglect shown 
to the evicted tenants in Ireland. Last 
year the most positive assurances were 
given by the Chief Secretary that the 
question of the evicted tenants would 
be attended to, and that it was the desire 
of the Government that the evicted 
tenants question should be satisfactorily 
and speedily settled. What had hap- 
pened since? In the Return furnished 
they found that up to 30th April forty- 
one evicted tenants had been reinstated 
by their landlords and twenty-four only 
had been reinstated by the Estates Com- 
missioners, whilst the enormous sum of 
£2,252 had been handed over by way of 
grants. The Chief Secretary had said 
that owing to the uncertainty of the 
bonus with regard to the sale of un- 
tenanted land there had been delay, but, 
if that were so, why did he not get his 
amending Bill passed? He wished to 
draw attention to the Land Judge’s Court 
in Ireland. The tenants on the Westropp 
Estate in the county of Clare approached 
the Estates Commissioners with a request 
that they should buy up the estate. The 
matter was brought by the receiver’s 
solicitor before the Land Judge’s 
Court, and when it was explained 
to the Land Judge that the tenants were 
in negotiation with the Estates Commis- 
sioners, he declared that he would not 
allow this thing to go on, and that the 
tenants were mistaken if they thought 
they could go behind his back; and to 
punish them he put back their cases for 
a period of twelve months. He wished to 
know what the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney-General had to say in defence 
of this attitude of the Land Judge. He 
desired also to know what was the ex- 
planation of the increased prices of 
land to-day in the Land Judge’s Court. 
How was it they had orders sent out 
that tenants must pay twenty-four and 
twenty-four-and-a-half years purchase 
when the average for the preceding year 
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was much lower? He wanted to know what 
the Estates Commissioners would do in 
cases where the landlords had offered to sell 
at reasonable prices of seventeen, eighteen, 
and nineteen years purchase before the 
passing of the Act, and had now in- 
creased their price to twenty-four-and- 
a-half years purchase. This was a 
question of very great importance. 
What would the Estates Commissioners do 
in the case where a landlord was willing 
three or four years ago to sell to the 
tenants at twenty-two-and-a-half years 
purchase, and was only prevented doing 
so, because the Commissioners refused 
to sanction the advance. Now that 
landlord was demanding twenty-four-and- 
a-half years, and again he asked what the 
Estates Commissioners would do in that 
case ? 


When a landlord in the West of Ireland 
desired to effect a sale, instead of allow- 
ing the tenant to go into Court for the 
second-term rent, he held out the bribe 
of an abatement of 5 or 10 per cent., in 
order to get the tenant to sign second- 
term judicial agreements, notwithstand- 
ing that the reduction must be 
seventeen, eighteen, or twenty per cent., 
and he would claim that he was within 
the zone of twenty-four-and-a-half years 
purchase, besides tacking on a year or 
two of the arrears. The complaint they 
had to make was that up to the present 
they saw the prices of land going up, 
and, as was prophesied by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo at the time of 
the passage of the Bill, all the coercion, 
intimidation, and obstruction was on, 
the side of the landlords. What steps 
were the Estates Commissioners taking 
to safeguard the interests of the tenants ? 
He thought they were perfectly justified 
in raising this matter. There was no 
doubt that the zone system was being 
abused and it was being abused for the 
deliberate purpose of raising the price 
of land. The surprise to him was that 
under the circumstances the people 
of Ireland had shown so much patience. 
He felt convinced that the Chief Secretary 
was anxious that this Bill should work 
satisfactorily, and that the measure 
which he initiated should do something 
in the direction of settling the great 
agrarian trouble in Ireland. That was 
an ambition which any man would be 
proud to attain, but in his opinion the 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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Chief Secretary was going the wrong 


way about it. All Chief Secretaries who 
entered the Dublin Castle ring came out 
of it discredited, and the right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to be giving too 
much latitude to the Dublin Castle 
party. If the Chief Secretary insisted 
upon Irish tenants paying unreason- 
able and exorbitant prices it would 
be the ruin of them and their families ; 
he ought to put his foot down, 
and let the landlords see that they 
could not get this bonus tacked on to 
their exorbitant prices. If they wished 
the Land Act to bring the blessings 
to Ireland which had been anticipated, 
they would have to adopt another 
method and have the Act administered 
in a more reasonable and fair spirit., 
The purchasers ought to have some 
protection from the exorbitant and 
unreasonable demands made by the 
Irish landlords. He begged to move 
a reduction of this Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a sum not exceeding £70,342, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (Mr. 
Cullinan.) 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) said 
the first comment he wished to make 
was the inconvenience the House was 
put to in having to discuss this Vote with- 
out the Report. The financial year of 
the Commission ended on the 31st¥ of 
March, and if they desired any informa- 
tion for the purposes of this debate they 
had no means of getting it, and they 
were driven back upon the old Report 
of last year. That was a preposterous 
state of things and it was not fair to the 
House of Commons. It was not fair to 
any hon. Member’ who took an interest 
in the Irish land question to be com- 
pelled to go back to the year 1903 when 
he desired the figures for 1904. He 
was sure that the Chief Secretary would 
not deny that it was an extraordinary 
thing that they should be utterly bereft 
of the facts and figures of last year. 
The Chief Secretary ought to have in- 
sisted upon having the Report of that 
Commission before this Vote was dis- 
cussed. It was not an extraordinary 
demand to make, and he pressed it now 
upon the Chief Secretary. It was quite 
natural that the interest in the land 
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question should be turned from fair rents 


to purchase of late. He did not wonder 
at that, but it would be a mistake if 
Irish Members, in their anxiety to pro- 
mote land purchase, should forget what 
was going on in the fair-rent Courts. 
{here was one aspect of the question to 
which he desired to draw the attention 
of the Chief Secretary—he should like him 
to tell the House the number of fair-rent 
cases which had been heard and disposed 
of during the past year. At present they 
had no means of knowing, and he should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to give them 
the average number of reductions of first- 
term and second-term rents, and also 
the number of Commissioners actually 
engaged in fair-rent work. He under- 
stood that a very large number of Com- 
missioners and Sub-commissioners had 
been removed from fair-rent work and 
placed upon work connected with the 
Estates Commission. When they knew 
the number of cases which had been 
settled they would be able to see whether 
they had got value for their money. 


He wished to call the Chief Secretary’s 
attention to the question of appeals, in 
regard to which he thought the Irish 
Party had a considerable grievance. 
On the 3lst of March, 1902, there were 
12,680 appeals outstanding, and on the 
3lst of March, 1903,there were 13,082. He 
did not know how many were outstanding 
the year before that. When he pointed 
out that many of these appeals had been 
pending for five or six years the Com- 
mittee would at once see the hardship 
involved. In the case of county Mona- 
ghan the Appeal Court had not sat for 
eighteen months, and in that county 
there were more than 1,000 appeals 
outstanding. The system worked badly 
in more respects than one. In the first 
place these farmers who had had their 
rents unfixed for five or six years did not 
know what their actual rents were. 
That was not a fair position to put them 
in, and their rents ought to be fixed in 
a reasonable time. It was all important 
that the farmer should know what his 
tent was, in case the landlord proposed 
to sell, and he had no means of knowing 
that if his case was outstanding on appeal. 
The result was, in more cases than one, 
that he was wheedled into consenting 
to take the rent as it stood at present, 
or as it stood before, and he thus was 
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induced to purchase on unfair terms. 
In addition to that it was not reasonable 
or fair that a farmer conducting his 
business should not know what his rent 
was. This delay worked badly for pur 
chase and badly for the thrift of the 
farmer. It was absolute nonsense to 
say that an appeal on the question of 
fair rent should be pending five or six 
years. The Chief Secretary had tried 
his hand at improving matters and 
endeavouring to remedy the difficulty— 
he was not blaming him, but the 
system. He did not know the result 
of the new system of appeal. That was 
not fair. Why should a Member of 
Parliament be without this information ? 
They were all interested in knowing how 
the new system worked. They had taken 
away one of the Appeal Jadges from his 
work, ani it was perfectly impossible 
that he should give the time to it he 
had done. He could not be in Dublin 
settling nice points of law that were 
arising every day in the Estates Com- 
missioners’ Department, and also in the 
country fixing fair rents. This was part 
of the new system. Then Mr. Com- 
missioner Fitzgerald, who called himself 
a Judge, but was no more a Judge than 
he himself, was also an Appeal Judge. 
He should be glad to hear the result 
of Mr. Commissioner Fitzgerald’s work, 
but the Committee would find that 
comparatively little had been done in the 
way of getting rid of the arrears of 
appeals. 

He should like to make a suggestion 
to the Chief Secretary, though he doubted 
very much whether he would accept 
it. He would like to know what were 
the proceedings going on under the 
old Land Act of 1896. There were, let 
the Committee remember, two Land 
Commissioners derelict at the present 
moment. They had nothing to do; 
though Mr. Lynch drew something like 
£3,000, and Mr. Murrough O’ Brien £2,500. 
Would the Chief Secretary tell him what 
was b+ing done under the old Purchase Act 
of 1896, which these two gentlemen ad- 
ministered ? If they could learn the num- 
ber of estates sold under the old Act they 
would see what value they were getting 


for the £2,500 and the £3,000 paid to these 


gentlemen respectively. Why should not 
Mr. Murrough O’Brien and Mr. Stanislaus 
Lynch ‘be sent “out as Appeal Judges. 
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It would be an interesting experiment. 
If they were sent out together it was 
certain that fair rents would stand. Mr. 
Lynch would have one thought and Mr. 
O’Brien another; and the result would 
be the rent would stand, because they 
would never reach a conclusion. He 
thought substantial justice would be 
done in that case. At all events, let them 
know what value they got for the £5,500 
out of the Irish Treasury—it was nonsense 
to talk about the English Treasury; it 
was the Irish Treasury—and if the Chief 
Secretary would not send them to appeal 
work let him find them some work they 
could do without doing mischief. It 
would not be easy, but let him try. He 
hoped the Chief Secretary would say what 
was the state of appeal business now. 
One strange thing he had been told was 
that the bulk of the appeals were not 
in counties like Antrim and Down, where 
there was excellent hotel accommodation. 
Living was rather pleasant there. The 
real difficulty was in counties like Mona- 
ghan [A Nationatist MEMBER: Fer- 
managh ]—No they were better in 
Fermanagh. The bulk of the appeal 
work was in the outlying counties, where 
the appeal gentleman did not like to go 
and lodge, and where living was not so 
pleasant of an evening. This business 
of appeal had really become so serious 
that the Chief Secretary ought to try 
and do something to settle it. The 
present machinery was not sufficient. 
He ought to devise other machinery. 
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The next matter he came to was the 
Estates Commissioners. He had no fault 
to find with these gentlemen, or their 
work, but he wanted information. That 
was what they were entitled to, though 
they did not get much of it. For ex- 
ample, he wanted to know something 
about the staff, and in order that that 
information should be useful they must 
know something about the work. Up 
to 30th April they had a Return. They 
knew what had been done up to 30th 
April. He wanted to know how the 
figures stood now. In the first place, how 
many estates had been actually sold by 
the Estates Commissioners, and had the 
money been paid and the transactions 
closed? Then he should like to know 
what was the position of the work at the 
present moment—that was to say, in 


Mr, T. W. Russell. 
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regard to how many estates were there 
applications, and what was the amount 
in money actually pending before the 
Estates Commissioners now ? He should 
greatly like to know what the staff was— 
how many inspectors they had, because 
if the inspecting staff was not sufficient 
there would be interminable delay, to 
the great detriment both of the selling 
landlord and the purchasing tenant, 
He saw a representative of the Treasury 
present. He should like to say frankly 
that the Treasury was never too active 
in advancing aid for purposes like this 
in Ireland. He was not quite sure that 
the representatives of the Treasury at 
this moment were very anxious about 
the work at all, but he should like to say 
to the Chief Secretary that this was a 
matter which would not brook delay. 
If these applications were coming in at 
the rate currently reported, if there was 
a block at the present moment, as was 
currently reported, then it devolved upon 
him to see that the staff was sufficient 
to deal with that block and to have it 
removed. He knew that money was 
scarce. At all events, the representatives 
of Ireland had a right to insist on this. 
The Exchequer got £10,000,000 a year 
from Irish taxation, and the Govern- 
ment ran the country for £7,000,000. There 
was thus an Imperial contribution of 
£3,000,000. At all events, on the land 
question the Treasury could not only 
afford to spend money, but they ought 
to spend it. The House ought not to 
allow any excuse for this work being 
delayed in any shape or form, and as 
regarded clerks and inspectors, his opinion 
was that it was being delayed for lack of 
both. 


Let him put another Qustion to the 
Chief Secretary in regard to purchase 
work. The Act provided for the pur- 
chase of estates by the Commissioners. 
He saw from the Dublin newspapers. 
that some friction was already beginning 
between the Land Judge’s Court and 
the Estates Commissioners. He saw 


that the Judge of the Land Judge’s- 


Court was developing a lofty idea of 
what his responsibilities and obligations 
were. Obligations to whom? He de- 
sired to know from the Chief Secretary 
to-night how many estates in the Land 
Judge’s Court had been purchased by 
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the Estates Commissioners. 
believe there had been one where the 
purchase had been completed. He did 
know estates that were in progress. 
There was one in which he was personally 
interested. He supposed it would be 
finished some time next century. It 
had been in Court since 1882. It went 
in a perfectly solvent estate. It was 
now bankrupt, and nobody had made a 
penny out of it except the lawyers. 
There were negotiations pending between 
the Estates Commissioners and the Land 
Judge, and he wanted to know what length 
these negotiations had actually gone. How 
much money had been paid on that head ? 
He wanted also some figures with reference 
to the Congested Districts Board. It 
would be interesting if the Chief Secre- 
tary could give a list of purchases so far 
as the Congested Districts Board was 
concerned. There was a section in the 
Act which authorised the Land Commis- 
sion to negotiate directly with the land- 
lords for the- sale of their estates. He 
wanted to know how much negotiation 
had taken place under that head. How 
many landlords had called in the Estates 
Commissioners to fix the value of their 
land with the view to sales? All these 
figures would be intensely interesting if 
the Chief Secretary could oblige the Com- 
mittee with them. He would be glad, 
for his own information, and for the 
information of the people of Ireland, if 
the Chief Secretary would give an 
account of what was going on in all these 
several Departments, and especially in 
regard to the working of appeals, for he 
could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that the farmers were exceedingly anxious 
on that point. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dove:) said he took 
thesomewhat unusual course of risingearly 
in the afternoon, not to make a set speech 
and not to preclude his right to speak 
again, but to answer a number of Ques- 
tions which had been addressed to him by 
the hon. Members who had preceded him. 
He freely admitted that information in 
regagd to a number of the 
referred to had only been brought down 
to the end of April in the Returns, and 
he agreed that it would be for the con- 
venience of speakers who were to follow 


that he should give such further informa- | 


{7 JuLy 1904} 
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matters |. : 
information upon numbers of matters 
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tion as he could put at their disposal. 
Therefore, the principal part of what he 
would say would be in answer to definite 
Questions addressed to him. He might 
say at once that he welcomed from the 
hon. Member who spoke first his con- 
cluding remarks, namely, that he was 
convinced that he (the Chief Secretary) 
wished this Act to work well. That was 
so, and in his answer he trusted that he 
might be able to give some reason for 
believing that the Act was not working 
badly. But there must be grounds for 
disappointment. Within a year of the 
passing of such a measure he did not 
disguise that the question of staff 
was a very pertinent one. They could 
not have the old rent-fixing staff going 
on on its old establishment, and 
at the same moment improvise a 
new purchase staff adequate for work 
which was increasing from day to day 
and from month to month. Many points 
in connection with the problems arising 
out of the Act required a great deal of 
careful consideration on their adminis- 
trative side. They often required a 
legal decision on some abtruse question 


‘of law, but on these grounds they had 


not lost hope, if after some nine months 
the progress made under this Act had 
not been so great as had been expected. 
He wished to answer some of the Ques- 
tions addressed to him, and he would 
make a full and frank confession at the 
very start. His own attention, in common 
with the attention of most people 
interested in the Irish land question, 
had been concentrated in recent months 
rather upon the purchase side than 
the rent-fixing side of the question, 
and he was not prepared, as in an ordi- 
nary year he might have been, to give 
very full information on the number of 
rent-fixing cases that had been decided. 
He noticed the complaint of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone that they 
had not the Report of the Land Com- 
mission. That complaint had often been 
made, but he would ask hon. Members 
to realise that this was a very voluminous 
and complex Report and that it had to 
furnish very varied and very minute 


carried down to the 3lst March. To 
collect the statistical material for that 
Report was, with good fortune, an 
operation of two months duration and 
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sometimes more. Then it had to be 
digested and tabulated, and in the past 


it had never proved possible, as a matter 


of fact, to produce that Report before 
August. He had been urging the Land 
Commission on the subject and they were 
making their best endeavours to get the 
Report out at an earlier date, but it had 
not been possible to produce it before 
the 13th July. In response to very 
natural curiosity they had compiled 


reports dealing with statistics of the— 


Land Purchase Acts brought down to 
the end of March of last year, and he had 
supplied other information. He agreed 
that it would be desirable that they 
= have the Report as soon as pos- 
sible. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked whether 
the Report itself, which was only a few 
pages, and summarised the whole of 
the proceedings of the Department, 
could not have been issued at an earlier 
time. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that he might 
perhaps consider that for another occa- 
sion. Turning to the question of appeals 
he said he was glad to do so, because 
at the first blush the figures were on the 
face of them very discouraging; and 
it was only when they examined and 
analysed them, and when they considered 
that the provisions affecting appeals 
in the Act of last year had only recently 


come into operation, and when they made | 


other discounts, that they were able to 
arrive at the conclusion which he urged, 
namely, that the provisions affecting 
appeals introduced into last year’s Act 
were likely to work well. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had said 
that it was a very serieus matter for 
Irish tenant occupiers at the present 
moment that their appeals should not be 
decided. The fact that they were not 
decided might lead them into making 
a worse bargain than they might other- 
wise conclude with their landlords. He 
did not think that contention was a very 
good one—{[An Hon. MemBeEr: It is.] 
He would give his reasons. He was dis- 
posed rather to agree with the hon. 
Member for South Tipperary. He did 
not quite agree with the reasons the hon. 
Member gave; but he accepted his con- 


clusion, which was that there was an‘ 


Mr. Wyndham 
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enormous waste of time and money in 
respect of all this fair-rent litigation. 
He thought that was so; and, in parti- 
cular, in respect of appeals the waste of 
time and money was altogether out of 
proportion to the results obtained from 
these appeals. Who was it who initiated 
these appeals ? 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL: Both sides. 


Mr.WYNDHAMsaid these appeals were 
initiated by the landlord in 80 per cent. 
of the cases. It was perfectly true that 
if they took a number of appeals they 
would find something more of an equality, 
but that was because the tenant entered a 
cross-appeal. Unless he did so the 
only possible result was that his rent 
would be raised. This ‘iad involved 
a great amount of waste of time and 
money, which was deplorable, and for the 
sake of 2s. 6d. or 5s. variation he doubted 
whether any tenant was well advised in 
waiting eighteen months or two years 
to have his appeal heard, if he could enter 
into a bargain for purchase which he 
thought reasonable and proper. At any 
rate, the reasons which urged him last 
year to invite the House to deal with the 
question of appeals were, that he felt 
that they constituted an abuse and placed 
an enormous and unnecessary tax on 
the agricultural community in Ireland. 
If he took the year to 30th June, 1903, 
the number of outstanding appeals was 
13,252; and ifhe took the year to 30th 
June last there was not a diminution 
but an increase, the number being 
13,700, an increase of 448. They must 
look at that matter a little bit more 
closely. Of course the provisions of the 
Act of last year could scarcely have been 
expected to operate effectively during 
the whole-of the period which had elapsed 
since then; and if they turned, not so 
mucitto the numbers outstanding as to 
the numbers which had been lodged, they 
would find that the figures were of a 
more promising description. In the year 
to 30th June, 1903, 4,979 were lodged ; 
in the year to 30th June last, 4,422. But 
let them take the six months to June 
last year and to June this year. In 
respect of the first period the number 
lodged was 2,816, and to the second 
1,790, and let them take the three months 
up to these two dates, and they would 
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find that last year the number lodged 
was 1,280 and this year 789. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Of course I 
knew nothing about these figures. 


, Mr. WYNDHAM said he was only 
giving the information asked for. With 
these figures before them there was a 
great deal of ground for saying that there 


| was continuous progress, and that the 


provisions put into the Act of last year 
which were intended to discourage un- 
necessary litigation were having that 
effect. He had no doubt that it would 
be possible to operate upon that con- 
tinuous diminution, and that they would, 
he hoped in no very long time, diminish 
the number of these outstanding appeals. 
But he frankly confessed to the Com- 
mittee that it was not possible to start 
at a high establishment the work of 


furthering appeals, the work for fixing. 


fair rents in the first instance, and the 
work for purchase. He did not think that 
could be done. He made no complaint, 
he need scarcely say, of the treatment 
which he had received at the hands of 
the Treasury during the year. But 
money had been very scarce. He thought 
it reasonable, in view of certain pro- 
phecies put forward soon after they passed 
the Act of last year to the effect that 
there was much cry and little wool, and 
that there would be no transactions, to 
show that the Act was working before 
claiming that a large staff of salaried 
officials, who were permanent civil ser- 
vants and entitled to pensions, should 
be created. Supposing these ill-omened 
prophecies had proved true, they might 
have saddled the Estimates with £20,000 
or £30,000 a year paid to gentlemen who 
would be doing very little. The original 
indoor staff on the purchase side embraced 
thirty-one persons with salaries amount- 
ing to £10,760 a year. Since then 
there had been added two assistant 
eXaminers, one first-class clerk, 
second-class clerks, twelve second-division 
clerks, a managing clerk and twenty-two 
abstractors, while the amount of salaries 
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two | 


had been increased to £13,770. The | 
‘land in their hands, so to speak, to 


outdoor staff was also very important. 


At the beginning, before the estates came 


in, he was not in a position to claim that 


there should be a great number of in- 


Spectors sitting in Dublin when there was 


Departments Estimates. 998 


no call for their services to the country 
districts of Ireland. Originally in Nov- 
ember arrangements were made for 
eleven inspectors, whose salaries amounted 
to £8,800 a year and two surveyors 


with salaries amounting to £240 
a year, but he arranged in March 


last for six more inspectors and five 
temporary inspectors, temporary in the 
sense that their places would be taken in 
October by inspectors from the rent- 
fixing department, also for four assistant 
inspectors, and ten surveyors, so that 
at the present moment the salaries of 
officials engaged solely in purchase work 
amounted to £34,300 a year. He did 
not think that could be called a niggardly 
provision. Of course the staff would 
not have been increased unless he had 
been able to show that the work of land 
purchase wa _ also increasing. 


Again, at the outset, hefrankly confessed 
that he had been personally disappointed 
at the little progress which they had suo- 
ceeded in making in respect to two of 
the most important objects of the Act, 
namely, congestion and the reinstate- 
ment of evicted tenants. That was 
to him a matter of personal disap- 
pointment. He had been accused 
that afternoon of not having dis- 
played sufficient energy in finding time 
for the stages of the amending Land Bill, 
but he would ask hon. Members, in what- 
ever quarter of the House they sat. to 


' cast their minds back over the last few 


weeks and months, and to say whether 
the opportunities for legislation had been 
very large; because he did not think in 
all his experience, with the possible 
exception of the year 1893, he recollected 
a year in which the obstacles to legisla- 
tion had been so many and so large. 
It was his earnest desire to pass the Bill, 
and it was put down for Friday. It 
was clear that unless the bonus 
were attached to untenanted land it 
was all but impossible to make any 
practical advance in dealing with that 
question. There had been occasions 
when arrangements could be made upon 
this or that property, but unless the 
Estates Commissioners could have some 


play with they would not be able to deal 
with the question satisfactorily. His 
instructions to the Estates Commis- 
sioners had been that they should make 
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@ point of endeavouring to deal with the 
question of evicted tenants. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) asked | 
whether they were to understand that | 
untenanted land did not carry a bonus | 
at present. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that it was a 


matter of some doubt after certain | 
judicial observations. If a bonus were | 
needed for tenanted land, it was needed 
still more for untenanted land, because the 
value of untenanted land was often 


not, of course, wish that the tenants to 
whom they were going to sell untenanted 
land should pay higher annual instal- 
ments than those who were actually 
occupying land. They proposed to re- 
instate men who had not been farming 


for some years, and who were not over- | 


burdened with capital. It was idle to 
suppose that they would have a chance, 
or that the money of the taxpayer would 


upon such terms which would enable 
them to have some hope of success. 


The bonus was absolutely essential in| 


the case of untenanted land. The Con- 
gested Districts Board had been able 


to buy a certain amount of untenanted | 
land; but that had only been possible | 


by his taking a great deal of responsi- 
bility upon himself, and promising that 


if Parliament did not pass the Bill he | 
would take the money out of the Con- | 


gested Districts Board’s funds. The 
Estates Commissioners were not able to 
buy untenanted land in that way, because 
they had no funds. They were, of course, 
buying as cheaply as they could ; 
they did not think it wise to endeavour 
to force people, who came forward in 


good faith, to sell untenanted land which | 
/ hon. Member for Waterford seemed to be 


was a very valuable asset in Ireland. 
There seemed to be an idea in some 
quarters that extraordinary pressure 


was going to be used in order to force | 


landlords to sell untenanted land. It 


was not desired to buy in any land at. 
less than the market value, and they could | 


well afford to purchase it at a fair price. 


money could be well devoted. The 
Estates Commissioners had been able | 
to deal with evicted tenants. To the 


M 7. 


Wyndham. 
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/not concluded at present. 


| the operations. 
_of money which had been advanced up 
be secured, unless they got such land | 
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| knowledge of the Commissioners fifty 
| tenants had been put back by the land. 
| | fonds, and many more might have been, 
| Twenty-four had been reinstated by the 
Estates Commissioners, and they were in 
treaty to restore twenty more. The 
| ‘amount of untenanted land purchased 
had been 3,293 acres. 


Undue importance, he thought, had 
|'been attached to the number of 
transactions which had been actually 
‘concluded. It was obvious that when 
‘the Act had only been in operation 


2 for nine months a number of transac- 
greater than tenanted land. They did | 


tions, which were sure to be concluded in 
the course of a few weeks or months, were 
It took a 
certain number of months to finish these 
complicated operations. If they simply 


'took the number of holdings and the 


amount of money involved, they would 
form an entirely erron2ous idea of the 
amount of success which had attended 
To argue on the amount 


to the present would be most irrational. 
With reference to the amount of business 
transacted between the Estates. Com- 
missioners and the Land Judge, advances 
had been applied for in respect of twenty- 
eight estates embracing 987 holdings 
and involving £301,680. In addition, 
requests had been issued in respect to 
nineteen other estates. He agreed it 
was pertinent to ask whether any trans- 
actions had been finished. As a matter 
of fact, advances had been sanctioned 
in respect of nine estates embracing 194 
holdings and involving £67,000 odd. 
Under Section 6, advances had been 


_ applied for in respect of twenty-six estates 
but 


embracing 2,403 holdings, involving ad- 
vances of £678,458. In addition to 
those, other proceedings were pending 
in respect of eleven other estates. The 


disappointed that the number was not 
larger. It was not a very large one, but 
at the outset of all the discussions on 
land purchase, all parties concerned— 
landlords, tenants, hon. Members re- 
presenting Irish constituencies on tie 


| opposite side of the House, and _ hon. 
The object he hoped to achieve by getting | 
untenanted land was an object for which | 


Members also representing Ireland on the 
Unionist side of the House—were at on* 


| in impressing upon him the great desira- 


bility of not making much use of that sec- 
tion, but of proceeding upon the section 















































+r Py ee 


—_— oP ee YF OS RPO UP 


er 


es: 


yb 













dealing with direct sales. There had 
been some changes in certain directions, 


4 but hon. Members, he believed, were 


‘right in their original idea in the main. 
| lf purchase was to proceed in Ireland, 

it was better that the bargain should be 

amived at by the persons who knew 
| most about it. It was not wise to throw 
‘| the weight of administrative influence into 
‘| the scale and to appoint enormous staffs ; 


{and the employment of experts to decide | 


Avalue should only be resorted to when 
‘every other method had failed. Other 
i methods showed no signs of failing. 
|Taking the direct sales —the figures came 
op to 2nd July—advances had _ been 
‘spplied for in respect of 682 estates, 
‘qmbracing 14,476 holdings, and involving 
6,630,502, or in the three categories 
Yrogether 736 estates, embracing £17,866 
Holdings, involving £7,610,650. He did 
‘Jnotsay that represented an overwhelming 
Jsuccess ; there were many points of diffi- 
Feulty still to be met; but he had no 
Fdoubt progress would be easier in the 
Vfuture, and he did not think they should 
lose heart when so many agreements 
Jhad been arrived at voluntarily and 
really without friction. As a rule, the 
cases which they heard about in the 
newspapers were not those which had 
deen successful, but those in which there 
had been difficulties. He would now 
tun to the Congested Districts Board, 
with reference to which he had recently 
given information. The number of 
estates actually purchased by the Board 
was twenty-five, embracing 1,655 hold- 
ings; but that did not give indication 
f the amount of purchase made. The 
mount of tenanted land purchased 
as 37,075 acres, and untenanted 28,970 
res, the purchase money involving 
70,000. Negotiations were pending in 
spect of twenty-six other estates, 
mbracing 24,000 acres of tenanted, and 
8,000 acres of untenanted land. He 
se not to make a speech, but to answer 
Question and so to give information. 





Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
-) said the right hon. Gentieman 
ould not and did not complain 
hat they were bringing up these 
atters for discussion. He was afraid 
he experience which they had gained 
wing the nine months from the 
forking of the Land Act in the con- 
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| gested districts had been entiraly un- 
| satisfactory, and they felt, in spite of 
| all they had done to make the Act work 
| satisfactorily, and harmoniously, that 
| they were being driven back to the Act 
| of 1881, in order to have fair rents fixed. 
'It might be doubted whether the Act 
of last year left the poorest parts 
|of the country generally in a worse 
condition than before it was passed, 
but that was exactly the position in which 
his part of the country (Kerry) was at 
_the present moment. During the nine 
months that had passed, the Con- 
gested Districts Board had purchased 
one holding in Kerry, of an area of 226 
acres and had paid £300. That was the 
/holding of an evicted tenant. The 
_Estates Commissioners had purchased 
only four estates in the county at a cost 
of less than £220. It could not be said 
that the tenants had been unreasonable 
in the prices which they had offered to 
the landlord ; but on the other hand they 
were quite satisfied that the landlords had 
been most unreasonable in the prices 
they had demanded from the tenants. 
The delay in hearing originating notices 
was as great as that in hearing appeals. 
At the beginning of the present month 
he understood there were 13,700 appeals 
unheard. As the highest number of 
appeals dealt with in any one year was 
only 3,000, it would take nearly five years 
to clear the list, even assuming no fresh 
cases were entered. Such a condition 
'of affairs was simply intolerable. The 
position with regard to originating 
/notices was equally bad. In Kerry 
alone, according to the last Return, there 
were 1,000 appeals unheard, while the 
number of originating notices unheard 
was simply alarming. A solicitor had 
written him enclosing a list of fifty cases 
of his own, in which notices of appeal 
were served in 1901-2, and stating that 
hardly anything was being done in the 
way of fixing rents. That was extremely 
unsatisfactory, and was bound to in- 
fluence tenants against accepting terms. 
of purchase. He was informed in the 
same letter that at the sessions just over,. 
a great number of landlords sued for the 
hanging gale, a thing that had never 
_ been done before. That was the way in 
| which landlords were co-operating to give 
effect to the conciliatory policy adopted 
last year! Their object was doubtless to: 
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drive the poor people to purchase on exor- 


bitant terms. The Land Act of 1903 had | 


net proved the success that had been 
hoped for, and the least the Government 
could do was to see that the Act of 1881 
was given a fair opportunity of working. 


Another matter of complaint was the | 


Jack of progress made in the restoration 
-of evicted tenants. He had brought a 
ease to the notice of the Chief Secretary, 
in which practically the whole of an 
-estate had been sold, with the exception 
of one farm, which was in the occupation 
of a man with no judicial lease or legal 
right. Under the Act of last year the 
Estates Commissioners had power to 
treat with that man, and, if they could 
induce him to leave, to reinstate the 
-evicted tenant. The point he desired to 
put was—what would the Estates Com- 
‘missioners do in that case? The matter 
was of considerable importance, because 
‘there were many other cases of a similar 
character. He also suggested, in regard 
to a farm in Tralee, about which he had 
communicated with the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, that pending the decision 
of the Board, some one should be sent 
down to inspect and value the farm. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) referring 
to the figures quoted by the Chief Secre- 
tary, reminded the right hon. Gentleman 
‘that about six weeks ago the hon. and 
‘learned Member for Waterford suggested 
that the Report of the Commissioners, 
-or a summary of their proceedings, should 
be supplied to hon. Members. The 


‘circumstances were so complicated, and . 


‘the figures so numerous, that the Com- 
mittee would have been in a much better 
position to discuss the subject if that 
-suggestion had been carried out. It was 
satisfactory to hear that the staff of the 
Estates Commissioners had been in- 
-ereased. That body had to discharge 
‘an important duty, which the people 
were hopeful would lead to beneficial 
results. In view of the enlargement of 
the staff, he thought that when evicted 
tenants sent in applications for rein- 
‘statement their letters should at least 
be acknowledged. The mere writing 
-of a letter was often a severe task to the 
lass of man concerned, and it was not 
much to ask that its receipt should be 
acknowledged. With regard to the main 
‘subject of discussion, the success or 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 
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otherwise of land purchase wholly de. 
pended upon the prices tenants wer 
asked to give. When the Bill was intro. 


duced last year, the Chief Secretary & 


was able to prove that there were practi- 
cally no arrears in the payment of 
instalments in Ireland. The landlords 
had been bringing pressure to bear upon 


the tenants in cases where there had been | 
default, and it could not be said thata § 
man who was largely in arrear was a free | 
He knew cases where consider. § 
able arrears were due, and those tenants |, 


agent. 


were poor and were likely to remain 
poor. The Chief Secretary must recog. 


nise that, broadly speaking, the spint | 
of conciliation shown by the Irish tenantry 7 


had not been reciprocated by the lani- 
lords, and pressure had been brought 
to bear upon the tenants in regard to 
prices. The hon. Member for West Kerry 
hid alluded to some cases which occurred 
in his constituency. He wished to refer 
to the case of a large property which had 
passed into the hands of Lord Ashton. 
Within the last few days seven of the 
most respectable tenants on the estate 
—one of whom was the chairman of the 
County Council of Waterford—waited 
upon his lordship and tried to come to 
terms for the purchase of their holdings, 
and they asked for a certain remission 
with regard to the current half-year's 
rent. A few days afterwards these seven 
tenants were singled out and proceeding 
were taken against them, the idea being 
to extort higher prices from them. He 
could not state exactly what the offer 
of the tenants was, but it was a fair offer, 
and one which two years ago no landlord 
in the South of Ireland ever thought he 
would get. He mentioned that as a 
instance of the sort of pressure which 
was being brought to bear upon the 
tenants. It was to the interests of all 
parties that the Land Act should work 
well, but if the people were to live and 
thrive on the farms it was necessary that 
free sale should exist and no pressute 
of this kind¥should be brought to bear. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said he 
wished to assocate himself with the 
demand which the hon. Member for West 
Kerry had made in reference to the cases 


of appeals in the county of Kerry. The 


explanation which the right hon. Gentle: 
man had made was quite unsatisfactory, 
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for the whole procedure of the Irish 
Jand Commission had been attended 
by unwarrantable delay. He knew 


' that every tenant who sought relief had 


to pay some costs and undergo very 
geat hardship and inconvenience. Ifthe 
nants were to have any safeguard at 
all, and any remedy against landlords 


7] who would not sell, the right hon. Gentle- 


man ought to open the door to them 
and offer them some protection. In 
the county of Kerry nothing had been 


, done for the evicted tenants, who were 


holdings. The Estates Commissioners 
would have no difficulty in reinstating 


try | them because, owing to combination and 
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strength of public opinion, very few of 
these holdings had been “ grabbed.” He 
had had a great deal of experience of 
evicted tenants in the county of Kerry, 
and, notwithstanding the opportunities 
given to the Commissioners to effect a 
settlement, nothing had been done. The 
Estates Commissioners had done nothing 
although he had made constant repre- 
sentations to them, and although all they 
needed to do would be to negotiate in 
order to effect a reinstatement. When 
a landlord was about to sell his estate, 
and of his own motion restore the evicted 
tenants to their old farms, were the 
Estates Commissioners going to give them 
any assistance towards rebuilding and 
restocking? Supposing a landlord did 
not sell and the farm was vacant although 
a fair rent had been fixed,were the Estates 
Commissioners going to do nothing until 
the landlord sold his entire estate? He 
felt very strongly upon this question of 
the evicted tenants in the county of 
Kerry and the South of Ireland. Some of 
the actions of the Estates Commissioners 
were not deserving of the complimentary 
teferences made about them, and they 
expected them to hold the balance more 
evenly between landlord and tenant. 
The hon. Member for South Kerry asked 
a Question dealing with the purchase of 
an estate in the southern portion of the 
county of Kerry, and the right hon. 
Gentleman replied that the terms of 
purchase would be open to inspection by 
the Estates Commissioners before they 
sanctioned the sale. He believed that 
those prices were within the zone and 


-| consequently there would be no inspec- 


tion. Moreover, the estate was clearly 
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congested and was practically an agri- 
cultural slum of the worst description. 
If this kind of thing was allowed to 
go on it would have an injurious effect. 

The Congested Districts Board made a 
great deal of enlarging farms and restor- 
ing people to the land, and finding them 
more suitable employment. It had been 
said that 226 acres in Kerry were pure 
chased by the Board for £300, and when 
the hon. Member for Galway heard this 
statement he turned round in accents 
of surprise and asked. “Do you mean 
£300?” There were two farms in the 
county of Kerry formerly held by two 
evicted tenants. In one case the tenant 
paid £2,000 for his holding a very few 
years before he was evicted; and in the 
other case the tenant had been in occupa- 
tion all his life and was evicted for the 
non-payment of a single year’s rent. 
The farm for which £2,000 was paid was 
to be sold by public auction, and it would 
probably realise something like £1,800, 
and the other would fetch about £500. 
But, notwithstanding that what he had 
stated was the true value of the farms, 
the Congested Districts Board in an 
underhand manner negotiated with the 
landlord and took the farms from him. 
He wished to know if those tenants were 
going to be kept out by such an improper 
proceeding as that. So improper was this 
proceeding that when he made represen- 
tations to the Board as to the iniquity of 
this transaction the Chief Secretary 
made an offer of the sum of £300, and 
another tenant offered the sum of £150 
There must have been something wrong 
in the initial proceedings when the Board 
had made the offer which he had de- 
scribed. [A NatTIoNaLIst MEMBER : 
Hush money!] It was not going to 
have any effect in hushing the tenants 
or their spokesmen. A further offer in 
reference to these farms had been made 
to the Congested Districts Board in the 
most straightforward manner. It repre- 
sented the opinion of the parish priest, 
the chairman of the rural district 
council, the chairman of the county 
council, and all the representative 
public men of the locality, including 
himself, who had signed a petition repre- 
senting the circumstances to the Board. 
If the right hon. Gentleman wanted to 
preserve proper conditions with reference 
to the land question in county Kerry, 


Departments Estimates. 








1007 Civil Services and Revenue {COMMONS} Departments Estimates. 1008 


ait would be much more politic and fair if 

he were to adopt the suggestion of the | 
hon. Member for West Kerry, and deal | 
with farms sold under fair conditions 
rather than with those from which un- 
fortunate people had been evicted. One | 
of the evicted tenants had spent the 

years which had intervened in Killar- 

ney Workhouse. In connection with 

this dispute he had received from Dr. 

O'Donnell and Father O’ Hara the greatest 
possible sympathy, and although he had 

not been able to get them to agree to his 

views in reference to the position of 

affairs, he ascribed that to the fact that 

they were remote from Kerry. The 

Chief Secretary had listened with the 

greatest possible attention and patience 

‘to what he had to say, and while he did 

not expect the right hon. Gentleman to 

anticipate the decision the Board would 

come to at their next meeting, he wished 

to utilise this opportunity to tell him that 

the Board of which he was the head 

would sow the seeds of trouble and 

disorder in that portion of county Kerry 

and do a great deal of harm to the whole 

question of land settlement if they per- 

sisted in the improper and wrongful 

policy in which they had engaged in 

reference to these farms. 


*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) said they had been falsely led to 
believe that the Land Act of last year 
was going to settle the land question. 
A new vocabulary had been invented for 
the occasion—words like ‘“‘ appeasement,” 
‘‘ reconciliation,” and ‘‘ new eras.” Asa 
matter of fact a situation had been created 
in Ireland that was the most critical for 
the last twenty-five years. A serious 
situation had arisen in Ireland, and no 
one who looked at jt from the point of 
view of the future peace of Ireland could 
regard it except with misgiving. An 
attempt was being made to force the 
tenants into improvident land purchase 
bargains, and the Estates Commissioners, 
either from fear or indifference, were doing 
nothing to save the tenants. The result 
must be that the Irish tenants would be 
bound to the English Exchequer by 
bonds that could not be fulfilled. The 
probity of the Irish tenant had been 
vindicated at the Table of the House. but 
no one could account for the Irish tenant 
of the future. The hon. Member for 


Mr. Murphy. 


South Tyrone had spoken of the conges. 
tion in the Appeal Court. That was, 


most serious situation indeed, for even jf | 
no new appeals were lodged in the next five | 
_ years the Court would not be able to get 7 
over the work. The Government ought | 
to see that some remedy was provided for © 
that condition of things. The Sub-com. | 
missioners’ Courts were not sufficiently | 
manned, and he suggested that the Chie © 


Secretary should increase the number, 


but not from the sources from which they | 
had hitherto been taken, namely, broken. | 
down landlords and their friends, agents, © 
and retired majors. He knew a Com. | 
missioner in Queen’s county who wasa | 
retired landlord. He was good for 
nothing as a tenant farmer, and the | 
qualification he had for the office he now © 
held was that latterly he had spent some | 
time in the Militia, His father had left | 
him a good property but he made nothing | 


out of it. 


Referring to the work of the Estates | 
Commissioners the hon. Member said | 


the situation was most critical, and 
what he and his friends most complained 
of was the inability or hesitation of the 
Commissioners to do anything for the 
restoration of the evicted tenants. 
Whether or not they had power to do so 
had never been properly explained in this 
House or in the country. He would 
give a concrete case in his own county. 
A tenant was evicted in 1883 for 
the non-payment of rent up to £210 
a year. The landlord let the farm to 
his nephew for £100 a year. The 
nephew died and the farm was sold 
for £545. The situation at present was 


this. Negotiations were going on, and | 
he understood that they were nearly com: | 
plete, for the sale of the estate. A com: | 


munication had been sent to the Estates 
Commissioners, on behalf of the evicted 
tenant, asking if they would buy the farm. 
Had the Commission power to make com 
pensation to the planter or had they not! 
Perhaps the most serious situation wast 
connection with Lord Lansdowne’s pro 
perty. He presumed that Lord Lans- 
downe, as a Member of the Cabinet, 
had given his consent and approval 
to all the proposals and contents of 
the Land Act. But what was the fact! 
Lord Lansdowne had had fifty-two of his 
tenants evicted since 1887, and there was 
no appearance to-day, any more than 
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there was twelve months ago, that 
single one of these tenants was to be re- 
stored to his holding. Had the Estates 
Commissioners, who were in the pay of the 
Government, no influence with Lord Lans- 
downe? Could they not influence him, 
could they not beg of him to restore the 
tenants to their holding? Those who 
had advocated a change in the land 
system had nothing to be ashamed of, 
because their action had been fully vin- 


A dicated by the legislation which had been 
since passed, and in which Lord Lans- 


downe had taken a part. The tenants had 
been turned out of their houses on to the 
roadside in Queen’s county, and, of 
course, What was wanted was that they 
should get possession again of their hold- 
ings. Was not the John George Adair 
evictions a case in which the Estates 
Commissioners should initiate negotia- 
tions? There was not otherwise any 
prospect of that property going into 
the Court. Landlords retained this right 
of the hanging gale for no other purpose 
than to victimise the tenants. He was a 
tenant farmer himself, and therefore he 
looked forward to a gloomy prospect if 
this power were retained by the landlords. 
A case was lately before Judge Curran 
in King’s county, in which negotiations 
for sale of the property to the tenants 
were pending, notwithstanding which 
the landlord sued the tenants for a vear’s 
rent, including the hanging gale. The 
learned Judge said he was constrained by 
the strict letter of the law to grant de- 
crees, but to mark his disapproval of the 
course adopted by the landlord, he 
placed a stay upon execution and de- 
clined to give costs. He warned the 
House that should those powers to sue 
for old arrears, including the hanging gale, 
continue to be used by landlords for the 
the purpose of forcing the tenants into 
accepting ruinous terms of purchase, the 
foundation would be laid for future 
trouble and discontent in Ireland. He 
saw the hon. Member for Stoke (Mr. 
Coghill) in his place, He was concerned 
for the British taxpayer, so also was he 
(Mr. Delany) but he was more concerned 
still for the future of his country. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said he 
would not attempt to accentuate what | 
had been so fully put forward by the hon. | 
Member as to the total breakdown of | 
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the Land Purchase Act, so far as restor- 
ing the evicted tenants was concerned. 
Unquestionably neither the eloquence, nor 
the sophistry of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary could get over the fact 
that the restoration of the evicted tenants, 
which was one of the objects which 
induced him to support the Bill, had not 
been effected. He regretted that there 
were not some more English and Scottish 
Members present at that particular 
moment, because they were dealing with 
a question which involved a Vote of 
£126,342 for the Land Commission. That 
was a very large figure, apart from the 
cost of the other judicial establishments 
in Ireland. Everyone who read the 
Irish newspapers knew that appeals 
were being made which could not be 
decided in two, three, or four years. 
The salaries of the Land Commissioners 
amounted to nearly £17,000 and their 
duties were to hear appeals and fix fair 
rents. There must be some great want 
of attention on the part of the Executive 
when such a state of things existed. It was 
said that Mr. Justice Meredith, of whom 
he could only speak with the greatest 
respect and admiration, was unable to 
cope with the work, and that Mr. Justice 
Fitzgerald, a very experienced man, was 
not able to cope with it either. Four or 
five years ago a Bill was introduced to 
reduce the number of Judges. If the 
judicial staff of the Land Commission had 
broken down, why not utilise the other 
Judges. They were men of great authority 
and ability, and the discharge of the 
duties of a Land Judge did not require 
any special training. None of the present 
Judicial Commissioners had any special 
knowledge of land. They were only 
required to hear and balance the evidence 
and then decide. He himself was not 
advocating that course but, at any rate, 
it took away all excuse for the delay 
which existed. What had become of Mr. 
Commissioner Lynch, at £3,000 a year, a 
most experienced and clever gentle- 
man, although comparisons were odious 
in connection with gentlemen clothed 
quasi-judical functions. Where 
was Mr. Murrough O’Brien, who 
was @ most energetic and able man, and 
who was most willing to work? Why 
was he not utilised? He, himself, had 
never heard of any charge against Mr 
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Murrough O’Brien except that he sym- 
pathised with the tenants; but it was 
impossible for any man in a judicial posi- 
tion to harden his heart against that. For 
fourteen years, he, as a County Court 
Judge, had to administer the Land Acts. 
He believed he did justice; but he cer- 
tainly had sympathy with the tenants. 
That sympathy, however, did not inter- 
fere with his judicial decisions. He would 
ask the Chief Secretary, why were Mr 
Murrough O’Brien and Mr. Lynch allowed 
to lie fallow ? 


There was another point he desired 
to mention. It was most unfortunate 


that the construction of the Land 
Act should have doubt cast upon 
it. Many of them who had _ passed 


weary nights in passing the Act knew 


that the bonus was voted for the 
purpose of inducing the landlords to 
sell and the tenants to buy at a fair 
price. That was the intention of 
Parliament; and, as a lawyer, he was 
bound to say frankly that he thought 
that that intention had been carried out. 
Doubt had, however, been cast upon it 
in judicial quarters and it was rumoured 
that that doubt had been rather gratefully 
received, because of the state of the 
money market, and because the Govern- 
ment were not over anxious to have too 
many estates change hands immediately. 
That, however, might only have been 
gossip; but there was never smoke with- 
out fire. They were now in the month 
of July; and he would not say that the 
Chief Secretary had been very active and 
energetic in amending the Act. Why 
was it that the sale of untenanted land 
should be supposed not to carry the 


bonus? That was not the intention of 
the Legislature. He confessed that, 
having regard to the £100,000,000 


which was pledged by the Exchequer, 
and the £12,000,000 in hard cash 
which was put down, the figures 
given by the Chief Secretary were not a 
striking answer to the impeachment 
brought forward by the hon. Gentleman 
who initiated the debate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that no matter 
how many concrete cases of failure to 
agree might be brought up, nobody had a 
right to charge him with having held out 
expectations which had not been fulfilled. 


Mr. Hemphill. 
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It would be useless and quite improper 
for him to address homilies either to 
landlords who were alleged to sue for 
hanging gales or to tenants who were 
alleged to have said that they would pay 
no rent except on sale terms. He had 
his own opinion about these proceedings, 
but a more eloquent teaching was to be 
found in the large sums of money which 
would pass where landlord and tenant 
had found it possible to come to agree- 
ment than in any words of stricture 
which he might address to either side. 
As regarded the alteration made in the 
staff dealing with the fixing of rents, 
what had happened wasthis: Before the 
Act of last year there were twenty officers 
whom he would call valuers, twelve 
inspectors, and fifty-eight sub-com- 
missioners, ninety officials in all, dealing 
with the fixing of rent. At present ten 
of these valuers had become assessors, 
the twelve inspectors and other officers 
had been transformed into inspectors for 
purchase, and the fifty-eight sub-com- 
missioners were reduced first to thirty- 
six, then to thirty, and in October would 
be further reduced to twenty-five. In 
October there would be a total of thirty- 
five officers dealing with  rent-fixing 
against ninety before the Act, but there 
would be ninety-three officers dealing with 
purchase, so thatthere would be altogether 
128 paid officials dealing with the land, 
The Committee need not fear that there 
would be any undue delay in the fixing of 
rents where it was desired to fix them. In 
the year 1899 there were over 30,000 cases 
outstanding — not appeals. It would 
have taken the existing staff three or four 
years to deal with that work. 
there were only 11,000 cases outstanding, 
and, in his opinion, they could be dealt 
with in a year. 


As to the question whether the 
Estates Commissioners had power to 
treat with the landlord for the rein- 
statement of an evicted tenant, he 
must express his reluctance to deal with 
an abstract question of law but he should 
think the Commissioners had that power. 
The legal power to do a thing did not 
always mean the administrative oppo0r- 
tunity to do it in each case at aly 
particular moment. He thought the 
Estates Commissioners ought to concert 
themselves with those who had the 
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greatest demand on their help. 
not enough to say, “Here is a man 
evicted in 1882; you must put him back 
at once.” Some regard must be paid 


claims and urgency of other cases. A 
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Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
submitted that before they went to a 
division they were entitled to have an 


|explanation as to why the Irish Land 
to the merits of the cas? and the relative | 


| way. 


great deal had been said about pressure | 


being exercised in order to collect arrears. 
In the case of a man paying a s°cond- 
term judicial rent there ought not to be 
many years of arrear. If a man was 
paying a first-term rent or paying a non- 
judicial rent and was pressed for 
arrears—he did not suggest that that 
would be done—that man could apply 
for a stay of execution pending the fixing 
of arent. In the case of a future tenant 
who could not get a rent fixed, and sup- 
posing undue pressure were brought to 
bear and he improvidently signed a 
bargain which it was unlikely he would 
be enabled to fulfil, there was inspection 


Stock was issued in so extravagant a 
It was issued at the low price of 
86 per cent., and was now standing at a 
premium of £7. He would like to know 


| why it was that Land Stock was now 


| said it 


for security. As to the question whether | 


if a landlord put back an evicted tenant 
the Estates Commissioners could give 
help to that tenant, he should certainly 
think that was the case, making the 
same reservation against deciding such a 
point as he had made previously. The 
Government provided in the Bill that 
the money might be expended for the 
benefit or improvement of an estate. 
If they had only meant improvement 
they would have said improvement and 
nothing more. It would, in his opinion, be 
a very serious thing to retard the progress 
which was being undoubtedly made under 
the Land Bill of last year, and, he thought, 
every encouragement should be given to 
the landlord and tenant to take advan- 
tage of it. 


standing at that premium. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
that Question. 


I cannot answer 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
seemed a pity to interfere 
for the purpose of stopping this dis- 
cussion, which was really a useful one, 
but on the following day, in the dis- 
cussion on the Irish Land Bill, they 
would travel over much the same ground. 
They were desirous of having an hour at 
least for the discussion of the next Vote— 
the Board of Works Vote—a Vote which 
had not been discussed for a great many 
years and which was of vital importance, 
and he would therefore suggest to the 
Committee that they should now come to 
a decision upon this question. 





*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh. Mid.) 
called attention to the congestion in 


the Land Courts and appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to use his  influ- 
ence with the Land Commissioners and 
endeavour to get them to sit during the 
Long Vacation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 112° 
Noes, 193. (Division List No. 213.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cerk, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Senn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


VOL. CXXXVII. 


Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 


Doogan, P. C. 


[FourtH SERIES. ] 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crooks, William 


Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) | Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Horniman, Frederick John 

Dewar, John A. ( 
, Dobbie, Joseph 


| Fenwick, Charles 

| Field, William 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 

| Flynn, James Christopher 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Inverness-sh. ) | 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark). | Joyce, Michael 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellice CaptEC(StAndrw’sBghs) | Kilbride, Denis 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 


| Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) _ Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Russell, T. W 


Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds | 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Bartley, Sir George C. 1 


Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
| Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flower, Sir Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

3utcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hao.J.A.(Wore | 


Chamberlayne, T.(Stham pton) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


| 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. | 


| 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien,P.J.(Tipperary, N.) 

| O’Connor,James ( Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry W.) 


| O’Dowd, John 

| O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
| O’Mara, James 

| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries) 


| Rigg, Richard 


Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
NOES. 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 


| Dalkeith, Earl of 
| Davenport, William Bromley 


Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W.) 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Jordon, Maj. Evans-(Tr’ H’ mlt’s 


| Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James (Staffords.,.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hogg, Lindsay 


| Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
| Horner, Frederick William 


Hoult, Joseph 


| Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. | 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett T. L. (Down, North) 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. ' Knowles, Sir Lees 


Sheehy, David 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN. 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Huil, W.} 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJT. (Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap. 
tain Donelan. 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N. R. 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 

| Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Ha. W. F. 
Maxwell, W. J.H. (Dumifriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore John Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants.} 
Moore, William 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt.HnA.Graham(Bute 

| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 

Percy, Earl 

| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
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Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Battv 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
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Webb, Colonel William George 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE. (Taunton 


Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, SirW. H.( Yorks) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported. 


factory. 


Cuass IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £21,773, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during | 
the year ending on the 3lstday of March, | 
1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Office of Public Works in Ireland.” 


| spected. 


might do very much better, but in respect 
of the care of ancient monuments ‘ts 
work at any rate was on the whole satis- 
The public sentiment in Ireland 
on this question had greatly improved of 
late, and a general feeling prevailed ,that 
the Government should see that Irish 
antiquities were preserved as well jas ;re- 
Through the operation of the 
Land Act it was expected that a large 
number of ancient monuments would in 


| cource of time come under the care of the 


Board of Works. 


For example, there was 


| the Hill of Tara, and he was anxious to 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said it was six years since the Com- 
mittee had an opportunity of discussing 
this particular Vote. The Board of Works 
was one of the most important institutions 
in Ireland and at the same time one of 
the quaintest of administrative curiosities. 
The Chief Secretary, who was supposed to 
direct its policy, had no control whatever | 
over the Board—the source from which 
its inspiration was derived being the | 
Treasury, a Department upon which | 
little pressure could be exercised, and | 
consequently Irish representatives had | 
not been able to get much satisfaction | 
with regard to the Board. It was really a 
most extraordinary institution. Its ramifi- 
cations extended in almost every direc- 
tion; it had its finger in practically every | 
Irish pie. Nobody had a good word to | 
say for it. The Board of Works was not | 
peculiar among Irish Departments in that 
respect, but the unanimity with which it 
was denounced was surprising even for 
Ireland. The only matter with regard to 


which any satisfaction was felt was its | 


| were blown down. 


| administration of the Grand Canal. 


know whether Tara, or any portion of it, 
had come under the care of the Board, 
and what had been done with it. He 
suggested that a Return should be 
presented to Parliament annually giving 
the number of ancient monuments 
inspected and acquired by the Board 
under the Land Act and the expense of 
keeping them in a proper state of preser- 
vation. 


He wished now to allude to a 
matter in connection with the upkeep of 
Phoenix Park, which was in charge of the 
Board of Works. There was a storm in 


| Ireland last year, and a number of elms 


originally planted by Lord Chesterfiel: 
He did not know 
whether the remains of those elms had 
been removed yet. [An Hon. MemBER: 
No; they are still there.] His hon. 
friend informed him they were still there. 
He thought it was time that the remain; 
of those trees were removed and other 
trees planted in their place. He also 
wished to ask a Question in regard to the 


The 


action in the matter of ancient monu- | Grand Canal was one of the most impor- 
ments. He agreed that the Board of Works | tant of their waterways in Ireland, and 
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one of the most valuable. For a number 
of years this method of transit had been 
very much neglected, but, thanks to 
the late Mr. McCann, that canal 
now promised to be of the greatest 
possib!e value in the conveyance of farm 
produce. He understood that the Board 
of Works had got at loggerheads with 
the Canal Company upon the question of 


tolls. The Grand Canal Company 
pub'ished a statement upon the 
question and the Board of Works 


published an answer. There had been a 
further answer from the Canal Company, 
who seemed to have come out best. It was 
of the greatest importance that this 
canal should be used. to its utmost capa~ 
city for the benefit of the farmers and 
producers in that part of the country, 
and he urged the Chief Secretary to in- 
vestigate this dispute, and see if some- 
thing could not be done to adjust matters 
so that the canal could be used in the 
future to its utmost capacity. 


The Board of Works was also concerned 
with the contracts for supplies to the 
public departments in Ireland. This was a 
question which had hitherto escaped 
notice. There had been rather numerous 
complaints about the unsatisfactory 
system under which contracts for supplies 
in the Irish public departments were 
advertised in local newspapers. He 
thought that this matter required in- 
vestigation, and he suggested that the 
Chief Secretary should inquire 
the whole question of these contracts. 
The contracts for supplies to these 
institutions were controlled by the Board 
of Works, and he understood there was 
a regulation that advertisements for con- 
tracts should be inserted in newspapers 
circulating in the district. Enniscorthy 
was a town in county Wexford, but that 
apparently was news to the Board of 
Works, because the contracts were 
advertised for in interesting little news- 
papers published in county Waterford, 
which did not circulate in Wexford. He 
would suggest that when the Board of 
Works were advertising for contracts in 
relation to Wexford the advertisements 
should be inserted in newspapers circulat- 
ing in that ccuntv. It was not as if the 


covnty had not newspapers of its own, for | 


it had half a dozen which were well 
written and widely read by the people in 
the county. 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


{COMMONS} 


into | 


| artisans. 
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In regard to loans, the Board of 
Works were concerned with the ad- 
vances made for various public pur- 
poses in Ireland. The Committee would 
be pleased to know that they did excellent 
business for the Treasury in that con- 
nection. The money advanced up to 
the present amounted to something like 
£45,000,000 and the interest charged 
varied from 4 to 6 per cent. It was only 
lately that the rate had been reduced to 
4 percent. The Board had been charging 
on the major portion of the loans 5 per 
cent. That was a very good investment 
for the Treasury. He thought the time 
had come when the rate of interest on 
these loans should be reconsidered, there 
being a general complaint that it was 
too high. There was at present under 
discussion a Labourers Bill. If the 


| difficulty in regard to the labourers was 


to be solved, advances would have to be 
made to boards of guardians at a reason- 
able rate, and he would suggest to the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury that 
consideration should be given to the 
question whether money could not be 
advanced at a more reasonable rate of 
interest than 5 or 6 per cent. It was a 
matter of universal complaint that great 
delays took place in dealing with applica- 
tions from people who wished to borrow 
money. whether for hay barns, outhouses, 
or labourers’ cottages, and he would 
suggest that some steps should be 
taken to expedite the work of the 
Board in that connection. The same 
remark applied to the important ques- 
tion of loans for the housing of the 
working classes in towns. The rate of 
interest on loans for that purpose was 
too high. Another difficulty which was 
experienced by urban authorities carry- 
ing out schemes under the Public Health 
Act arose from their borrowing powers 
being limited to double the net amount of 
the valuation of the sanitary district. 
He would illustrate this by a concrete 
case. In his own county there was a 
progressive urban council, who were 
anxious to provide proper housing for 
They had already completed 
an extensive scheme of artisans’ dwellings, 
and they wanted to go on with another. 
But if they went on with it their financial 
resources would be greatly crippled. The 
net annual value of Enniscorthy was 
£7,500, and under the rule of the Board 
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of Works their borrowing powers 
amounted to £15,000. He suggested 
that this matter should be in- 
quired into, and that the Board of 
Works should consider whether it would 
not be possible to widen the borrowing 
powers of the local authorities in respect 
of the erection of houses for the labour- 
ers and the working classes. It would 
be perfectly safe to allow borrowing 
powers up to the extent of five or six 
times the annual value of these houses. 
Further, he did not understand why the 
Board of Works did not allow the urban 
authorities to raise money on the security 
of the labourers’ and artisans’ dwelling 
already erected. ‘This was a most press- 
ing question indeed in some parts of 
Ireland ; and what he complained of was 
that they were not given even treatment 
all round. 
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He would like to ask what were 
the relations between the Board of 
Works, the Board of Agriculture, and the 
Local Government Board? ‘These seemed 
to be rather hazy and obscure. Not so very 
many years ago the harbour authorities 
on the south-east coast of Ireland were 
able to obtain from the Board of Works 
one-third of the cost of harbour improve- 
ments, and under these conditions the 
harbour of Ardmore had been improved, 
to the great satisfaction of the local 
fishermen and_ others. But, for 
reason or other, the Board of 
Works had declared lately that no more 
money was to be spent for that purpose. 
He would like to ask the Financial 
Secretary why it was that these sums of 
money, to which they were entitled, were 
no longer available. There was no 
reason why the fishermen on the south- 
eastern coast should not be placed on an 
equality with the fishermen in other parts 
of Ireland. The fishery in the South-east 
of Ireland should be encouraged by any 
reasonable Government. That and boat- 
building were the oldest industries in 
Ireland, and had been fostered by the 
Irish Parliament for 300 years. All the 
harbours on the south-east coast were 
connected with the Board of Works. 
In the case of Wicklow, another loan 
had to b> raised to repair the work of 
the engineer of the Board of Works. He, 
himself, crumbled some of the cement 
with which the pier was constructed 


some 


{7 Jury 1904} 


Departments Estimates. 1022 


with a walking stick. Then, again, at 
Greystones the harbour works collapsed ; 
but the ratepayers had to pay the loan. 
The Arklow Harbour was a monumental 
case of the incapacity of the Board of 
Works. The pier was built in the wrong 
place by the Board of Works against 
local advice, with the result that the 
harbour silted up. Arklow was the 
centre of the fishing industry in Ireland ; 
and had the best appointed fishing fleet 
of any port. As a result of the action of 
the Board of Works, however, in connec- 
tion with the harbour, the fishing industry 
at Arklow was diminishing. There was @ 
good claim for compensation in the case 
of Arklow and of other harbours. For 
instance, Arklow wanted a dredger as a 
result of the mistakes of the Board of 
Works; and after a tremendous delay 
the dredger was sent down at a cost of 
£20 or £30 a week. Then the dredger 
stopped working; and an engineer was 
sent down. He sent it away for 
a change of air to Wicklow, where it 
was found that it had a rock in its inside. 
All the time, however, the people of 
Arklow were p2 ying. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why did they 
pay ! 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said that the 
hon, Gentleman should not incite them to 
unconstitutional practices. The Board 
of Works were making a _ lot of 
money out of the Irish taxpayers; and 
the least they could do was to provide a 
dredger which would work. The fishing 
industry had practically doubled in a 
generation; and it was __ perfectly 
monstrous that it should be neglected 
as it was. Opportunity should be given 
to the harbours on the south-east coast 
as was given elsewhere. He begged to 
move the reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pIsH, Derbyshire, W.) said that for 
the short period that he had had 
the privilege and responsibility of repre- 
senting the Board of Works he had 
found the officials of that Department keen 
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and anxious to do their best. They 
had given him every possible assistance, 
and any criticisms should be directed 
not against them but against their 
representative in that House. He had 
carefully looked into the matter of the 
Arklow Harbour. Its condition was, no 
doubt, one of considerable difficulty, 
and was a subject requiring the most 
careful expert consideration. A dredger 
had been sent to this harbour and a great 
deal of work had been done by it, and 
the Hart our Commissioners had no reason 
to complain of the charges made for 
the use of it. Those charges were confined 
to the days on which the dredger was 
actually working. On the broad question 
he might say that, when the Chief Secre- 
tary was of opinion that the Board of 
Works ought to advance money, they 
would be only too glad to do what 
they possibly could to carry out his 
wishes. They were prepared to help 
and support the right hon. Gentleman as 
far as they could in conformity with 
what they considered was their proper 
duty to the Exchequer. With regard to 
the question of loans, he thought the 
interest had been rather overstated 
and that the char;e for sinking fund had 
been included. They were bound by ex- 
actly the same terms for Public Works 
Loans in Ireland as in England, 
with this possible advantage in the case 
of Ireland, that there was a large number 
of Acts under which loans were advanced 
in Ireland in which the rate of interest 
had been fixed, and that rate, he thought, 
was an extremely fair one. There was 
no more delay in advancing the loans 
than was compatible with the fulfilment 
of the various statutory obligations. It 
had been made a matter of complaint, 
with regard to some contracts, that the 
advertisements had only appeared in 
two newspapers in Waterford and not 
in any London newspaper. He under- 
stood that those newspapers were the 
best for the purpose, but in future they 
considered it might be advisable not to 
advertise by this means at all, but to 
send out the notices to the contractors 
and people interested. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Ad- 
vertise in The Times. 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH : 


Mr. Victor Cavendish. 44 2 4 < _ 
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of favouritism towards any particular 
papers. With reference to the question 
of tolls on the Grand Canal, he was 


| aware there had been some complaint, 


but it would, he thought, be found that 
the method of levying tolls which was 
adopted was the fairest, because they 
only charged sufficient to meet the 
necessary expenditure. He pointed out 
that a sum of a little over £3,000 had 
been placed in the Estimates for the 
replanting of trees in Phoenix Park. 
With regard to the fallen timber, it was 
being removed as rapidly as possible, and 
he hoped that before long the work 
would be completed. With reference to 
the Hill of Tara, by the Act of Parliament 
the Board of Works had power only to 
schedule the monument; the consent of 
both occupier and owner was required 
before it could be vested, and the Board 
of Works had very little power until the 
monument was vested. The Board were. 
however, exercising all the powers they 
had under the Act 6f Parliament, and he 
believed he could almost promise that no 
excavations would be made in the future. 


Sik THOMAS ESMONDE said that 
the hon. Member, although he had not 
given much satisfaction on the general 
question, had at any rate supplied some 
most useful information. He had stated 
that the Treasury would be prepared to 
meet the Chief Secretary in connection 
with proposals for the benefit of the 
fishing population. The bogey of the 
Treasury being thus laid, the Chief 
Secretary would have free scope for his 
benevolent intentions for the protection 
of the fisheries on the coasts, and the 
Committee would be glad to hear from 
the right hon. Gentleman what he in- 
tended to do. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
that one of the most pressing cases for 
the provision of a proper harbour was 
that of the town of Bangor. It might 
be a local matter in itself, but it afforded 
an example of the treatment which was 
making the people of Ulster feel that the 
Government were always turning a deaf 
ear to their claims in order to listen to 


| the demands of the Nationalists in other 
parts of Ireland. The question of the 
And | 
then he hoped they would not be accused 


provision of a harbour at Bangor was 
brought before the Board of Works two 
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years ago, and at the suggestion of that 
Department plans and_ specifications 
were prepared. After keeping those 
plans for four months, the Board of 
Trade told the applicants to turn to the 
Irish Government for help. Eventually 
an inspection was held, the justice of the 
claim admitted, and an offer of £2,500 
only out the £10,000 required made. 
He thought that if the matter had con- 
cerned any district other than the Loyal- 
ist part of Ireland the claim would not 
have been so niggardly treated. He 
appealed to the Government not to con- 
tinue this method of treatment, but to 
deal with the loyal Ulster constituencies 
in as generous a manner as they dealt 
with Nationalist constituencies in other 
parts of Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he noted with 
satisfaction the prospect held out by the 
Financial Secretary that if he went to the 
Treasury for a loan he would ‘not find 
the coffers empty. There was no justifi- 
cation for the allegation of the hon. 
Member for North Down that the Trea- 
sury had lent money on easier terms to 
Nationalist districts than to the constitu- 
encies in Ulster. There was no time to 
go into the matter on the present occasion, 
but on another opportunity he would be 
able to show that the hon. Member was 
entirely in error. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE said that 
what was wanted was not a loan, but a 
new Marine Works Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he did not 
understand the Financial Secretary to 
say that the Treasury would be able to 
give a free grant of money which would 
be necessary for another Marine Works 
Bill. The Marine Works Act authorised 
free grants, but they were attached by 
statute to the scheduled districts. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE suggested 
that another Marine Works Bill should 
be introduced not applicable to the 
scheduled districts. 


TIBET. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford) said that, as he had been 
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asked at Question time to communi- 
cate any news received at the India 
Office with regard to Tibet, he would 
read to the House the following telegram, 
which had been received at 5.35 p.m.— 


‘* Tibetans having refused to evacuate Jong, 
Macdonald resumed operations at 1 p.m,, 5th 
July, demonstrating only that day. On the 
morning of 6th July a portion of the Gyangtse 
town assaulted and our position made good. At 
4 p.m., 6th July, wall of Jong breached. Jong 
assaulted and captured by 6 p.m. Enemy’s 
strength estimated at 5,000. Their losses not 
known yet. Our estimates (full return not yet 
received): Killed—32nd Sikh Pioneers, Lien- 
tenant Gurdon ; 8th Gurkha Rifles, three men. 
Wounded—40th Pathans, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Camphell, Captain Preston ; 8th Gurkha Rifles, 
Lieutenant Grant; 23rd Sikh Pioneers, Lieuten- 
ant Mitchell; First Royal Fusiliers, three men 
—all slightly ; about twenty native ranks.” 


Departments Estimates. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next; Committee also report 
Progress; to sit again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY [16TH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(Inthe Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 


Crass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £14,371, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Offices of the Chief Secretary in 
Dublin and London, and of the Inspectors 
of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) drew atten- 
tion to the action of the Ballinasloe 
Asylum Committee in appointing to the 
post of medical superintendent the 
junior assistant, Dr. Kirwan, over the 
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head of his senior Dr. Mills. Dr. Mills, 
who had been acting-superintendent for 
some four months after the death of Dr. 
Fletcher, and Dr. Kirwan, his junior as- 
sistant, were the only two candidates for 
the post, and when the applications were 
being considered by the asylum com- 
mittee, the chairman, the Bishop of 
Galway, proposed that the post should be 
given to Dr. Kirwan, the gentleman who 
seconded the proposition arguing that 
inasmuch as 96 per cent. of the inmates 
of the asylum were Roman Catholics the 
medical superintendent should also be a 
Roman Catholic. It was in the power of 
the Lord-Lieutenant to sanction or refuse 
to sanction the appointment made by the 
committee, and the question he desired 
to ask the Chief Secretary, a question 
which he previously put across the floor 
of the House without a satisfactory 
answer being returned, was for what 
reason the junior assistant had been pro- 
moted over the head of his senior whose 
qualifications were equal and whose 
ability was unquestioned. The answer 
previously given by the Chief Secretary 
was that the matter was beinz investi- 
gated and that no decision had yet been 
arrived at. He himself had discovered, 
however, that when the committee asked 
for the sanction of the Lord-Lieutenant 
to the appointment they had made, he 
wrote to ascertain their reasons for ap- 
pointing the junior. The committee 
considered the . matter and came 
to the conclusion that the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant had no right to ask for their 
reasons and therefore refused to give 
them. The Lord-Lieutenant had ap- 
parently acquiesced in this and had sanc- 
tioned the appointment. He contended 
that this appointment was purely the 
result of religious bigotry, and he wanted 
a categorical reply from the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Question. Was not Dr. 
Kirwan appointed to this post because 
he was a Roman Catholic and Dr. Mills 
was not! This was the work of the 
Catholic Association at Ballinasloe. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) said there 
was no Catholic Association at Ballina- 
sloe. 


Mr. SLOAN retorted that there were 
members of that organisation on the 
Ballinasloe Asylum Committee. [Cries 


Mr. Sloan. 
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of “‘ No, there are not” and ‘* Name one.” ] 
The Bishop of Galway was one. [Several 
Irish MemBERs: No he is not.]} 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) submitted 
that the hon. Member had no right to state 
what was not true when he was told it 
was not true. 


An Hon. MemsBer from the Unionist 
side here appealed to the Deputy-Chair- 


‘man fora fair hearing for the hon. Member. 


Mr. SLOAN said it was undeniable 
that the senior medical attendant of the 
Ballinasloe Asylum was repudiated be- 
cause he was a Protestant. Only recently 
they had in Belfast a homily addressed 
to them by the Lord-Lieutenant on the 
necessity of showing tolerance, and 
whilst the Lord-Lieutenant was preaching 
tolerance to them he was allowing this 
act of intolerance in Ballinasloe. How 
could hon. Gentlemen opposite suppose 
that the Protestants of Ireland would con- 
sider the claims of Roman Catholics 
when they themselves acted in this way. 
He knew the Chief Secretary was not 
responsible in this matter, but he was the 
only person to whom complaints could 
be addressed in this House. The Lord- 
Lieutenant had a difficult task to per- 
form, no doubt, but it was not made 
easier by showing favour to any particular 
Party, and in raising this question now 
no hon. Member would consider that he 
(Mr. Sloan) was out of place. To show 
the favour shown to Dr. Kirwan, he 
pointed out that while that gentleman 
was allowed to remove the British em- 
blem (the Crown) from the stationery used 
in the asylum and substitute ‘‘On the 
people’s service” for ‘‘On His Majesty's 
Service’ on the envelopes, when Dr. Mills 
suspended an attendant, who was subse- 
quently fined by a magistrate £5 for the 
offence, for maltreating a patient in the 
asylum the committee censured him, 
not openly, by reinstating the attendant. 
Since then he was glad to say that as 
the result of an inquiry that attendant 
had had to resign. In this case the 
Catholic Association had been supreme 
and bigotry and intolerance triumphant ; 
in this case the Party opposite had 
proved themselves superior to Dublin 
Castle and the present Government ; but 
he submitted this matter to the Com- 
mittee in the hope that they would show 
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done by supporting him in the reduction 
he now moved. He moved that the 
Vote be reduced by the sum of £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £14,271, be 
granted for the said Service ”—(Mr. 
Sloan.) 


CotoneEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) said he 
did not see why the Ballinasloe Asylum 
should not be allowed to choose its own 
medical superintendent. The Lord-Lieu- 
tenant, after afullinquiry into the whole 





case, did not feel that a sufficiently strong 
' case had been made out to overrule the 
decision of the committee of that asylum. 





committee elected by the county councils 
of Galway and Roscommon, but the 
accusation which had been made was 





chiefly against the county of Galway. 
Dr. Mills was the head of the male 
lunatic department and Dr. Kirwan was 
at the head of the female lunatics, and 
their positions were as nearly as possible 
equal. The Lord-Lieutenant found that 
one of the doctors was two or three 
years senior, but he did not say that the 
committee had acted from a religious 
point of view. He was glad that in this 
discussion no reflection had been made 
upon either of the candidates. As far as 
the position of the representatives of 
county Galway were concerned, they 
had acted simply in the interests of the 
ratepayers, because the veters were con- 
stantly grumbling about the heavy taxa- 
tion inflicted upon the county, and asking 
why the asylum cost such a heap of 





money. There was a feeling that Dr. 
Mills had not attended the committee 
meetings as much as he ought to have 
done. He had no hesitation in stat- 
ing. upon information he had received 
from one well acquainted with the 
facts, that if the case had been reversed, 
if Dr. Kirwan had been a Protestant and 
Dr. Mills a Catholic, the election 
would have gone the same way. The 
appointment made was well justified. 
That was a statement which he got from 
those who knew well the whole of the cir- 
cumstances, and he believed that the 
reasons he had given very largely con- 
_ tributed to the majority in favour of Dr. 
Kirwan. He could not see why the Lord- 


| 
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their sense of the injustice that had been | 


| local government at all ?”’ 





| The asylum was governed by a joint 
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Lieutenant should step in and override the 
opinion of the local committee. If such 
action did take place it might very well 
be asked, ‘‘ Why give the Irish people 
The question 
raised by the hon. Member for South Bel- 
fast was a large one. If the question of 


Departments Estimates. 


| religion was to be raised, where would 


they stop ? Ninety-six per cent. of the 
people of Galway were Catholics and 
only 4 per cent. were Protestants, yet the 
Protestants had nearly four-fifths of the 
good appointments. He was informed 
that the appointment of Dr. Kirwan was 
made on grounds of finance. 


Mr. SLOAN said that reason had 
never been given by any member of the 
committee making the appointment. 


CotoneL NOLAN replied that although 
that reason was not given, some of the 
speeches made by the committee were 
perhaps of the character indicated by the 
hon. Member. Some members of the 
committee disclaimed the question of 


religion altogether. He did not say 
that there was anything else against 
Dr. Mills, but he knew that Dr. 


Kirwan had been most attentive at 
the meetings of the finance committee. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, S.) 
said he always thought that Englishmen 
forgot one peculiar characteristic of Irish- 
men, and that was that they were born 
politicians. No matter in what position in 
the world they were placed, even in a 
lunatic asylum they exhibited this quali- 
fication. The hon. Member for South 
Belfast had raised the question of the 
appointment of the superintendent of an 
asylum. In England that would be 
looked upon as a very humdrum and 
commonplace matter, but in Ireland it 
was impossible to divest it of questions 
which cropped up naturally in the Irish 
mind, because Irishmen were born poli- 
ticians. Take the case of this asylum 
board—it was not elected by the lunatics, 
if it had been it would have been much 
more sensible—that board went down 
to the asylum, sat round a table, 
and, presided over by a_ Bishop, 
proceeded to deal with important matters. 
What was the business they transacted ? 
They took the buttons off all the ser- 
vants in the institution, because they were 
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aggravated and annoyed, and possibly 
in a tage, when they saw one of these 
servants enter their august presence with 
buttons having on them an Irish harp, 
and over the harp a crown. At all 
hazards that crown must come off, and 
also the buttons. The first duty that 
Dr. Kirwan had to perform when he was 
elected superintendent was to interview 
the contractor in order to get these 
buttons put right by removing the crown. 
On the paper of the asylum was stamped 
the letters ‘“O.H.M.S.” Such a thing 
could never be borne in a lunatic asylum 
in county Galway, and the asylum 
board had, he supposed at some expense, 
succeeded in erasing the objectionable 
letters, and replacing them by the letters 
“O.P.S.,”’ which meant “ Onthe People's 
service”. That satisfied the aspirations of 
this lunacy board. If they had confined 
themselves to that he would not have said 
a word. But there was a more important 
point. The hon. Member tor South 
Belfast, who was a very valuable mem- 
ber of the Party to which he belonged, had 
spoken about the election of a super- 
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intendent. The two candidates were 
Dr. Mills and Dr. Kirwan. The 
former had been fourteen years in 
the service of the asylum, and 


the latter only seven years; and the 
former had acted as superintendent for 
fourteen months during the illness of the 
former superintendent. Moreover, the 
board, which was almost entirely 
composed of Roman Catholic members 
bore testimony to the great service Dr. 
Mills had rendered. Notwithstanding all 
these superior qualifications, Dr. Mills was 
passed over and Dr. Kirwan appointed. 
A member of the board said at the time 
that he supported Dr. Kirwan’s candida- 
ture because he was a Roman Catholic, 
and, in fact, this religious consideration 
was the cause of Dr. Kirwan’s appoint- 
ment. The hon. and gallant Member ‘or 
Galway disclaimed on the part of Dr. 
Kirwan’s appointment anything of a 
religious or sectarian character. 


CoLonEL NOLAN: No, no! 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON said that | 


was the impression he derived from the 
hon. and gallant Member’s remarks. 


CoLonEL NOLAN : 
that a large portion of the members of 


Colonel Saunderson. 


{COMMONS} 
the 


What I said was | 
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committee were not guided by 
religious considerations. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON said that 
nobody could conceive that a committee 
deciding between two candidates, one with 
seven and the other with fourteen 
years service—the latter being a most 
distinguished medical practitioner, 
who had earned the respect of every 
man who knew him—would have 
chosen the junior candidate unless they 
had acted from religious motives. Ninety 
per cent. of the persons in the asylum 
were RomanCatholics, andit wasas though 
the board had said to Dr. Mills, who had 
given up a large part of his life in the 
service of his country, ‘“ Thus far and no 
further shall you or any Protestant go.” 
That was the tragedy of the matter. 
When he heard of this extremely unjust 
action of this asylum board, he wrote to 
His Excellency the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, but with very,little effect. If the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
saw a flagrant injustice done to one of his 
own religion he would make just sucha 
representation to the Lord-Lieutenant. 


*,Mr. JOHN REDMOND{said Sthat ifa 
friend of his or a co-religionist of his were 
passed over simply because of his religion 
he would not dream of interfering on that 
ground, and he had never made an appeal 
on that ground during the whole course 
of his public life. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said that all 
he could say was that the hon. and 
learned Member ought to interfere under 
such circumstances. This was nota ques- 
of religion or bigotry, but of gross in- 
justice. [An Hon. Memper: -It is a 
question of a job.] He wrote to the 
Lord - Lieutenant, and he hoped that 


under the circumstances the appointment | 


would not have been sanctioned. But 
his representations did not have the 
desired effect. Replying to a Question 
on the subject in the House, the Chief 
Secretary said the power of appointment 
was vested in the asylum committee,notin 
the Government. There was;. certain 
power in the Government to veto al 
appointment, {but only in connection 
with matters} of qualification. 
That was in April, but he did not think 
the Chief Secretary held that opinion nov, 
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because when he was questioned on the 
ist of May he said that the right which 
rested with the Lord-Lieutenant of grant- 
ing or withholding his concurrence was un- 
conditional, and, in exercising that right, 
His Excellency discharged a duty imposed 
upon him by statute and his duty was 
not restricted to ascertaining whether 
the candidate appointed had _ the 
necessary qualifications, but the circum- 
stances must be considered. The Lord- 
Lieutenant took advice in Ireland on the 
subject. [A  Nationatist MEMBER: 
Inspector Saunderson’s. } 


Mr. FLAVIN: What qualification had 
your son for the job ? 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON said this was 
a question where there were two Irishmen 
candidates for a vacancy, and one who 
had served seven years was put over 
the head of the other who had served 
twelve years, and the only reason was 
that he was a Roman Catholic. [A 
NaTIONALIStT MEMBER: How long did 
your son serve ?] This was an act of 
flagrant injustice to a man who naturally 
had every reason to believe in the cir- 
cumstances that when a vacancy occurred 
he would be appointed. But no, because 
he was a Protestant he was passed over. 
[NATIONALIST cries of ‘‘No.”] No one 
had a single word against the reputation 
of Dr. Kirwan or Dr. Mills, but Dr. 
Kirwan was chosen because it was said 
that 90 per cent of the lunatics were 
Roman Catholics. This was a far more 
important matter than the mere appoint- 
ment of a superintendent of an Irish 
lunatic asylum. It showed the forces 
that were now at work in Ireland. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would not deny it. 
They had all heard of the Catholic 
Association which had for its purpose to 
secure for Roman Catholics all that 
could be obtained, and the boycotting of 


| every Protestant not only from posts, but 


in trade. [NATIONALIST cries of “ No.’’] 


That was} the avowed object of the 
' association, 


but when hon. Members 
found that it caused an outcry in the 
country undoubtedly they turned a cold 
shoulder on it. But the association still 
existed. A meeting of the Maynooth 
Union was addressed by the most Rev. 


Dr. Hogan who said that all that they, 


wanted was an organisation with branches 
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in every parish and district in the 
country well disciplined, well officered, 
and supplied with a fund to meet 
emergencies. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
rise to order. I wish to know whether 
it is in order on the Chief Secretary’s 
salary to discuss the proceedings of the 
Maynooth Union. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I under- 

stood the right hon. Gentleman was 
discussing a union which is under the 
Vote. 


Mr. HAYDEN: I may explain that the 
Maynooth Union is a union of ex-students 
of Maynooth College, and that it in no 
way comes under this Vote. 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
rizht hon. Gentleman would be out of 
order in discussing that. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said _ he 
bowed to that ruling. What he wanted 
to show was that at Ballinasloe an act of 
flagrant injustice had been done and 
that it was part of a general policy 
adopted in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said if his hon. 
and gallant friend was attacking him in 
connection with a_ particular act at 
Ballinasloe J.unatic Asylum he should pre- 
fer that the charge should be stated as it 
was one to which he should like to reply. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is 
not the point. The right hon. Gentleman is 
quite in order in attacking the policy of 
the Chief Secretary or the Government, 
but I do not think he is in order in going 
into too much detail on minor points 
which do not directly affect the Chief 
Secretary. 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON said he be- 
lieved that the Government had not 
appreciated the condition of affairs in 
Ireland and were not aware of the or- 
ganisation which existed in that country, 
and which had its fruition at Ballinasloe. 
As the Chairman had ruled that that was 
not in order he would not pursue the sub- 
ject. The appointment made at Ballinasloe 
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was a small affair to the House of Com- | 


mons, but it was a great and sad affair to 
the man whose career had been blighted. 
This pointed the direction in which the 
wind blew in Ireland. 


Mr. FLAVIN: It has been blowing in 
your direction for a long time. 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I hope 
hon. Gentlemen will not make these in- 
terruptions, otherwise it is impossible to 
carry on debate. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON said _ peace 
could never be secured in Ireland except 
by the action of the people themselves, 
and the exercise of fair play and tolera- 
tion on the part of the different religious 
bodies. No evidence that would stand 
sifting in that House could be brought 
against the Protestant minority showing 
that they had discarded a Roman Catholic 
simply because he was a Roman Catholic 
and had put a junior secrétary over his 
head. A gulf dug by bigotry separated 
two religious classes and anyone who 
desired to keep that gulf open deserved 
ill of Ireland. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said that after listening to the speech of 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman one 
would have imagined that they were not 
in the House of Commons, but in the 
Ballinasloe Lunatic Asylum. “He had 
never in his experience of the House of 
Commons witnessed a more grotesque 
exhibition than that to which the House 
had just been treated. The facts of the case 
were that there was a vacancy in the lun- 
atic asylum for a medical superintendent 
and there were two candidates. One was 
senior to the other; but the junior candi- 
date had greater qualifications—[ Mrnts- 
TERIAL cries of ‘‘ No’’]—and he received 
the appointment. Dr. Kirwan had the 
special advantage of being a Galway man, 
and naturally the people of the county 
were inclined to give this appo:ntment to 
the man whose qualifications exceeded 
those of the other candidate, and whose 
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only limitation was that he was junior by | 


two or three years. 


This board, which | 


had been pilloried in all the Unionist | 


papers in England, and had been held up 
to odium by the orators, of whom the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman and 
his friends were the chief guides, 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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had given an addition of salary 
to the gentleman who did not 


receive the appointment. That board 


was charged in this House with being 


a sort of bigoted institution for 
the persecution of Protestants. In 
another case they gave an advance of 
salary of £10 a year to Dr. Collins, a 
Protestant official, but the Local Govern- 
ment Board refused to sanction it. He 
would ask those who had liste.ed to this 
tirade of abuse from the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman—a tirade which they heard on 
every occasion when Irish questions were 
dealt with in this House—whether this 
farce should not end. The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman was getting very 
old, almost as hoary as the jokes and 
witticisms which he had imposed 01 the 
House during the long period he had been 
the chief prop of foreign ascendancy in 
Ireland. Because the policy which the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman sup. 
ported was disappearing before the breath 
of a new and tolerant spirit. he aud his 
Party came here and assailed a nation, 
and impeached the honour of the people. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
how many Roman Catholics held offices 
of trust under the Corporation of the City 
of Belfast, where one-third of the popula- 
tion were Roman Catholics. Was there 
a single appointment held there by a 
Catholic? Turning to the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own constituency, he asked 
how many Catholics held positions of 
trust in Portadown. The hon. Member 
for South Antrim smiled. He would ask 
him how many Catholics held appoint- 
ments in Lurgan,where half the population 
were Catholics. [An Hon. Memper: It 
is not.] Yes, half the population of 
Lurgan were Catholics, and yet it was ab- 
solutely impossible for a Catholic to get 
an appointment in the gift of an elected 
body in that town. If the right hon. 
Gentleman was not responsible for this 
condition of things, he at least knew that 
it operated wherever his Party was 
placed in power, and he should be the 
last man to come here and impeach 4 
public authority of the character of the 
Ballinasloe Board of Guardians, and 
attack a whole race for action which was 
perfectly excusable and absolutely de- 
fensible. 


He rose not to discuss the Ballinasloe 


‘case but for the purpose of dealing 
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The attack had been based on a recent 
occurrence in thatcountry. Had the hon. 
Member for South Antrim ever heard of 
Constable Anderson? From what had 
been appearing in the newspapers he 
expected the hon. Member to come there 





and impeach the Chief Secretary and the 
representatives of the Government in 
,Ireland because of the dismissal and 
subsequent proceedings in connection 
with the case of Constable Anderson. 
The hon. Member had told them that a 
gross outrage against liberty had been 
perpetrated in that case. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrin, S.): 
Hear. hear! 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said the hon. 


Member could say ‘“ Hear, hear,’ but 





why was he compelled to _ force 
him to defend the policeman who 
was said to be the victim of an 
organised conspiracy on the part of 
Catholics? Hon. Gentlemen opposite, by 
(Juestions and insinuations in that House, 
and by speeches on Oranze platforms, 
and other arenas of public activity, had 
told them of the villainy of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, of the part he had played in 
this tragedy or comedy, and of the out- 
rageous way in which Anderson had been 
treated because he was a Protestant. 
Well, this was the House of Commons. 
This was not an Oranze platform at Porta- 
down, nor was it the Custom House steps 
at Belfast. If hon. Members wished to 
impeach the Chief Secretary, this was the 
place to do it. Nationalist Members 
had no reason to defend the right hon. 








Gentleman, but with all his limitations he 
had always the courage to come there and 


‘ face the music, and he was present that 


night to face even Orange music. Why 
did not the hon. Member for South 


Antrim, who had made a record for him- 
self as a great statesman, rise and say in 
this House what he had stated outside ? 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: The hon. 


Member is going to rise as soon as the 
hon. Gentleman has finished. 


he wanted to ask was why are hon. 
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with another matter, which involved | 
an infamous attack on the tolerant 
spirit of the Catholics of Ireland. 


charges ? 
' Constable Anderson, but to discuss the 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said that what | 
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Gentlemen opposite hiding behind the 
Ballinasloe Lunatic Asylum? Why had 
not hon. Gentlemen opposite brought 
forward this case in the House as 
they had threatened to do? Why had 
his hon. friend the Member for South 
Tyrone-—- 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Do not. bring 


me into the case. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he was 
very glad that there were some things 
that the hon. Member wanted to be out 
of. But the hon. Gentleman would 
permit him to refer, in a friendly way, 
to those who were hiding behind the 
Ballinasloe Lunatic Asylum. Why had 
hon. Gentlemen opposite shirked the re- 
sponsibility of bringing the whole of this 
case before the House? He and his friends 
did not impeach Constable Anderson; he 
was impeached before a tribunal composed 
of policemen, and the prosecutor was a 
policeman. The result of that inquiry 
was that Constable Anderson was dis- 
missed. He did not call in question the 
judgment of such a tribunal which said 
that Constable Anderson was guilty; 
but immediately hon. Gentlemen opposite 
proceeded to say that it was because 
Constable Anderson was a_ Protestant 
that he had been dismissed. The hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armazh 
immediately proceeded to raise the war- 
ery that a gross outrage had been com- 
mitted, and a great wrong done to a 
worthy o‘ficer, and demanded that the 
constable should be reinstated, irrespec- 
tive of the merits of the case. Neither 
he nor his friends desired to raise 
the question, although they knew that 
the constable had been rightly convicted. 
But hon. Gentlemen opposite im mediately 
proceeded to say that the constable had 
been dismissed because he was a Pro- 
testant, and to denounce everyone con- 
nected with the case. He invited the 
hon. Member for South Antrim, who had 
taken a leading part in this matter, to 
demand a complete inquiry. The Chief 
Secretary had been attacked for re- 
instating this man. Why did those 
who attacked not formulate their 
He was not there to attack 


merits of the case, and to protest with 
all his strength against this conspiracy to 
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hold up the Irish people as bigots who 
would not allow Protestants to live in 
Ireland. and to malign his dear friend 
‘ather O’'Hara—one of the most tolerant 
and generous-hearted Catholic priests in 
Ireland. This was not a case tn which 
politics should be allowed to play any 
part. All he wanted was that the whole 
matter should be probed to the bottom. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that 
there was not time to take up the 
case that evening [Cries of “Oh, oh!” 
from the IrtsH Benches, and an Hon. 
MemBeR: You run away from it.] He 
was very sorry that he could not oblige 
hon. Members opposite; but the repre- 
sentatives of the Government in charge 
of the Vote were aware of the reasons for 
not taking up the case thatevening. On 
another day hon. Gentlemen would pro- 
bably hear more of it than they wanted. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Do I under- 
stand that a special day has been 
promised to hon. Members opposite for 
the discussion of this case ? 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: No; the hon. 
Member, however, is well aware that 
a third day is to be given to the Irish 
Estimates, and that then Irish questions 
would be confined to those that could be 
raised on the Chief Secretary’s salary. 
{Cries of ‘No, no!” from the Iris 
Benches. ] 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Nothing of 
the kind. You have lost your chance, 
and you know it. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman we have no intention 
of running away. 


An HON. MEMBER on the Irtsu 


Benches: Tackle it now. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that he 
would not tackle it on that occa- 
sion. He would refer to it on the 
third day of the Irish Estimates. He 
proposed now to return to the salubrious 
town of Ballinasloe. He had a paper 


of 16th May which contained a full 


report of the convention held in that 
town, and no one who read it would deny 
that Dr. Kirwan was elected on purely 
religious grounds. This was a case which 


Mr. Joseph Devlin. 


‘COMMONS! 
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should be decided in the full light of day. 
The Lord-Lieutenant, acting on the 
advice either of the Chief Secretary or of 
the Under-Secretary, and in spite of the 
fact that the asylum committee refused 
to give any reasons for their superseding 
one official by another, confirmed this 
appointment. This was regrettable, for 
the case from start to finish had raised 
very bitter feeling in the North of Ireland, 
The Ulster Unionists were a small Party, 
but they would be wanting in their duty 
not only to their constituents, but to the 
country, if they failed to make this 
protest. The man who was responsible 
for so much of what they considered bad 
and unfair government in Ireland was 
the Under-Secretary. A permanent civil 
official had no right to act except on the 
orders of his superiors. 
be told what connection Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell had had with this case. What 


correspondence had passed between him | 


and the Bishop of Raphoe or the Arch- 
bishop of Tuam ? What were the con- 
siderations or motives which had decided 


‘either the Chief Secretary or the Under- 


Secretary to give consent to this abomin- 
able job ? 


*Mr. LONSDALE asked leave 
to say that, as secretary of the Irish 
Unionist Party, he made a distinct 
arrangement with the Chief Unionist 
Whip that a whole day should be given 
for the discussion of the Anderson case 
on the Chief Secretary’s salary when Irish 
Estimates were again put down. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that 
statement came upon him as a complete 
surprise, and was at variance with the 
statement made to him on behalf of the 
Government. 


© Mr. WYNDHAM said that so far as 
he was acquainted with the arrangement 
for taking the Irish Votes, he thought the 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh must be in 
error in supposing that the Chief Govern- 
ment Whip had made such an astonish: 
ing promise as that a whole day was to 
be devoted to the discussion of a single 
case. He could not have given any 
undertaking of the kind. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said his rela- 
tions with the Chief Secretary on matters 
of this kind had always been most 
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pleasant and straightforward, and he 
should be sorry if any misunderstanding 
were to arise in the present instance. 
He had protested against the Vote for the 
Chief Secretary’s salary being taken that 
night, but the right hon. Gentleman 
insisted on having an opportunity of 
defending himself against the personal 
attacks made upon him. Any under- 
standing with the Irish Unionists that 
the Vote should be put down again would 


a! 
be a gross breach of faith with him, of 


which he was sure neither the Chief 
Secretary nor the Chief Whip would be 
guilty. 


*Mr. LONSDALE said there could be 
no question that the Chief Whip informed 


‘dhim that a day and a half would be given 
] for the discussion of the Chief Secretary's 


salary, and on that understanding it was 
arranged that the Anderson case should 
not be raised that night, when there 


would not have been time for a full 


4 debate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman would raise the ques- 
tion on the adjournment of the House, if 
there was any dispute between him and 
the Chief Whip. In the course of the 
debate reference had been made to the 
comedy and tragedy which went hand in 
hand in Ireland. That was so. In the 
speeches on both sides there were phrases 
that moved them to laughter and phrases 
which brought home to them how sad 
was the heritage of Ireland with respect 
to sectarian animosity. He appreciated 
the brilliant humour with which that 
tragedy had been relieved in the course 
of the debate, but he also felt the tragedy. 
The Chief Secretary intervening in such a 
debate must adopt a part which was 








tiresome because it was a part so detached 
from the passion and feelings which ani- 
mated the Irish representatives on both 
sides of the House. What was the 
foundation of the charge which had been 
made in various quarters outside the House 
that he and that most distinguished public 
servant who was associated with him, 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, were actuated 
in the discharge of their duty by improper 
motives? The standing committee of 
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an Irish county council recently appointed 
two officers—one a medical superinten- 
dent and the other an assistant medical 
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officer. The first appointment they 
were competent to make under the 
Local Government Act, and_ the 


second appointment they were not com- 
petent to make, inasmuch as under the 
rules of that Act the officer must be 
unmarried, and the candidate they pro- 
posed to appoint was married. In the 
first case he—not Sir Antony MacDonnell 
—advised that it was the duty of the 
Unionist Minister of a Unionist Govern- 
ment to carry out in the spirit and the 
letter a Unionist Act of Parliament; in 
the second case, as the Minister respon- 
sible for the upholding of law in Ireland, 
he advised that the appointment was 
improper and could not be sanctioned 
To found on those cases the charge that 
the Irish Administration was animated 
by sectarian bigotry was really a deplor- 
able use of imagination. He knew that 
in many parts of Ireland, and, by reflex 
action in this country, there were persons 
who honestly believed that there was a 
widespread movement to drive Protes- 
tants out of all positions, public and private, 
in Ireland. He did not think it himself. 
He did not say that in no case were elected 
representative bodies actuated by such 
considerations; he knew they were. He 
was sorry for it. It would be far better if 
they had a single eye to the merits of the 
candidate. He deprecated going into 
motives in matters of this sort, but one 
was almost forced to do so. He had 
given to the section of the Act his un- 
biassed and careful consideration; he 
had consulted his legal advisers, and also 
the authors of the Act of 1898, and he 
was convinced that under Section 84 of 
the Local Government Act it was the 
duty of the committee of the county 
council to make this appointment, to 
appoint a properly qualified man, that 
the Lord-Lieutenant had the right to 
give or withhold his concurrence, and 
that that right was not limited to seeing 
that the statutory qualifications were 
fulfilled. But was that right so large as 
to amount to a repeal of the section, 
because the demand now made, however, 
practically amounted to this, that the 
Chief Secretary should repeal the section 
and should be the person to make the 
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appointment ? Could anyone imagine the 
President of the Local Government Board 
in England being asked to consider an 
appointment of this kind ? 


Mr. SLOAN asked the right 
Gentleman to explain how it was then 
that the Lord-Lieutenant thought it right 
to ask for the reasons why the junior 


hon. 


was elected over the senior. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said it was because 
he agreed that the selection of the junior 
officer was a somewhat startling fact, 
and it placed upon the Government the 
duty of satisfying themselves whether 
the statutory requirements were fulfilled 
Inquiry was made, which satisfied them 
that the 
qualified, and then after careful con- 


man actually selected was 
sideration of the provision in the Act of 
1898, he came to the conclusion which he. 
He found himself at 
difference on many points with the 
the 


in Ireland 


had announced. 
position taken up = in 
the 
their historical predecessors, but at the 


past by 
Unionist Party and 
same time he could understand the view 
they had taken. 
posed Catholic Emancipation ; he differed 


<6 
For instance, some op- 


from them, but he could understand their 
position. Some thought the extension 
of the franchise a mistake; he differed 


from them, but he could understand their 


positition. Some thought the Local 
Government Act was a mistake; he 


differed from them, but he could under- 
stand their position. But when he came 
to the point that full local government 
had been given to Ireland in 1898, ard that 
a legislative gift given with one hand 
should in administration be withdrawn 


by the other, he confessed he could not 


understand the position. By that 
method of procedure there would be 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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given the worst form of local govern- 
ment that could be given to any country, 
a far worse form than was superseded in 
Ireland. If he attempted to do the 
duties which had been delegated to he 
would cease altf. | 


county councils, it 


gether to be local government; it wor 







be government by a British Minis 
whose time was largely occupied w 


Was it conceivable that any man in 
position who wished to do his duty wo 
take on himself the responsibility, havi 
to give attention to many other matt 
of deciding why a local body selected dne 
man for an appointment instead ‘of 
another? His responsibility began and 
ended in seeing that the law had been 
fulfilled, and had not been broken by a 
body to whom powers had been delegated 


by Parliament. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, .) 
said this was not merely a question 
of the appointment of a medical super- 


intendent, it was a case which tested 


the principle whether under _ local 
government in Ireland a_ gentleman 
should by reason of his _ religion 


be prevented from enjoying the natural 
profits of his profession in the land 
of his_ birth. 
not rest altogether with the local body, 
for the Lord-Lieutenant had the power of 
approval, and without that approval the 
The Lord- 


Lieutenant had that controlling power 


The responsibility did 


law made the election invalid. 


that he might prevent injustice. A 
question of fact had to be considered. 
Did this appointment proceed on the 
lines of natural justice or of injustice! 
He submitted that it was a dereliction cf 
duty on the part of the Lord-Lieutenant | 


not to exercise his controlling power. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 5.) 
called attention to the fact that under 
a rule of the House the Acts of the Lord- 
Lieutenant could not be criticised except 


on a special Motion, 


Toe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said that 
that was so, and the hon. Member would 
not be in order in pursuing the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE 


what he was really criticising 


said that 

vas the 
Chief Secretary and the advice he gave 
Lord-Lieutenant. The Irish 
startled by the 


to the 
Government Were so 
appointment that they actually went 
through the form of asking for reasons. 
The 


and yet the 


bourd refused to give reasons, 


appointment was con- 


firmed. Therefore, the Kxecutive Govern- 


ment was responsible equally with 


This 


merely a question of what had happened 


the county council. was not 
at Ballinasloe ; it was a question of how 


the Local Government Act was to be 
worked in remote country districts. Was 
the House going to allow the Local 
Government Act to be worked for the ex- 
Protestants ! 


that he and his friends were right to bring 


clusion of He contended 


the case before the House. Solong as he 
was a Member of the House he should 
always, no matter what the consequences, 
assist his hon. friends in fastening blame 
on the Irish Executive where it rested 


with them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND complained 
that the Chief Secretary, after overriding, 
his protest and putting down his Vote on 
the ground that he might have the earliest 


opportunity of repelling a 


attack, had not alluded to the Anderson | 


case. His silence gave colour to the 
suggcstion that an arrangement had been 
made behind the backs of the Lrish Party 


VOL. CXXXVIL. [Kourru Series.) 


{7 JULY 1904} 


personal | 
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that the third day of the Irish Estimates 
should be devoted to that subject. Al- 
though the Anderson case had not been 
raised on the other side of the House, it 
had been raised by the hon. Member for 
Kilkenny, and in a way which gave the 
right hon. Gentleman the  oppor- 
tunity which he said he was seeking. 
That being so, and the Vote having been 
put down for the specific purpose, he 
thought they had reason to complain that 
the right hon. Gentleman should have sat 
down without saying a word on the 
mutter. He would like to hear whether 
it was true that the Government had 
promised a third day of Irish Supply to 
had not 

If that 


were so, away to the winds went the 


enable these Gentlemen who 


opened this case to do so then. 
arrangement which had governed the 
management of Supply for a long time 
past, and it would be necessary to bring 
before the House and the 
Prime Minister to see whether the pre- 


the matter 


tence of taking Supply in the order which 
Members interested in it desired was to 
be kept up any longer, or whether in the 
case of Irish Supply arrangements were to 
be made in contravention of the under- 
stinding, and behind the backs of the 


Irish Party. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he spoke till a 
juarter to twelve and could not deal 
with the Anderson case in a quarter of an 
hour when it had not been brought before 
him by those who had expressed their 
intention of making the attack. He was 
sorry it was not brought before him as 


he was pertectly prepared to deal with it. 


*Tor PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY oF 


AcLAND - Hoop, 


SECRE- 
re TREASURY (Sir A. 
Wel- 


Somersetshire, 


| lington) said the arrangement made 


25 
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was that the Land Commission and the 
Board of Works Votes should be taken 
at the afternoon sitting, and that the 
Chief Secretary's salary should be put 
He understood 
it was the desire of Irish 


Adjournment 


down for nine o’clock. 
then that 
Unionist Members to discuss the case of 
Constable Anderson. On Monday night 
he was informed that the three hours of 
the evening sitting were not considered 
adequate for the discussion. He saw the 
Chairman of the Irish Unionist Party, 
who said he considered three hours suifi- 
He there- 


conclusion that the 


cient lor the discussion. 
fore came to the 
arran ement which had been announced 
to the House must be adhered to. It 
would be impossible to carry on the 
business of Supply unless arranzements, 
when made, were adhered to. <A 
letter which had been published in the 
Press was sent to hun, and in his reply, 
which he thought ought also to be 
published, after stating the arrangement 
which had been made and the necessity 
for carrying it out, he pointed out that 
in this session it was proposed to give 
not only an evening sitting to the Vote 
for the Chief Secretary's salary, but to 
put the Vote down as first Urder on the 
last day of Irish Supply. In doing that 
he believed he was carrying out what 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 


ford asked him to do 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Oh, no; quite 
the contrary. 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD §s:id his 
recollection of the conversation with the 
hon. and learned Member was that the 
Vote should be put down as first Order 
on the last day of Irish Supply because 
there were many questions in which hon. 
Members opposite were greatly interested 

Str A. Acland-Hood. 


{COMMONS} 





of the House. 
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and which they would wish to bring up 
on that Vote. 
tion that the case of Constable Anderson 
should be brought up. In fact, it was 
impossible for him to do anything of the 


But he made no sugges- 


kind, as it was within the absolute discre- 
tion of the Chairman to call on any 
Member he chose, and that Member could 
bring forward whatever matter he liked. 
He had given no pledge to either side as 
to the course the debate should take, but, 
in somewhat difficult circumstances, he 
had endeavoured to carry out his under- 
taking to the best of his ability. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND rose to speak. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit azain 
upon Monday next. 


COUNTY OF SUFFOLK BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed to 
a Select Committee of Seven Members, 
Three to be nominated by the House and 
Four by the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented Five clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee be referred 
to the Committee; that the Petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
Counsel, or Agents be heard against the 
Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 





Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


| records, 
Ordered, That Three be the Quorum.— 
(Str Cuthbert Quilter.) 


Adjourned at six minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 8th July, 1904. 





aaa aan 2 


re Bill. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 

,; Standing Orders applicable to the 
,, following Bills have been complied with :— 


'3 Rotherham Corporation; Selby Urban 


; E District Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
: Table. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


e og tf 


a 


Pare 


Lytham Improvement Bill, Reported, 
with Amendments. 


Ulster Electric Power Bill [H.1.]. 
The Lord Batrovur informed the House 
that the Promoters do not intend to 
proceed further with the Bull. The 
order of the 21st of April last discharged. 
Ordered, That the Bill be not further 
proceeded with. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire 
(Steam Vessels) Bill; Barnet District 
Gas and Water Bill. Leave given to the 
Select Committee to adjourn 
Monday next. 


Sate Bee 


neement of a &pecch tndicates revis 


North Western Electricity and Power 
Gas Bill. Read 3°, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
(Extension of Time) Bill — [H.1.}. 
2 Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


~ ‘ 


‘ with Amendments. 
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j the Right Honourable George Wyndham, 
| Chief Secretary for Ireland (a Member), to 
| be examined as a witness before the Select 
| Committee of this House. 


| Hamilton Gas Order Confirmation Bill 
|[H.L.]. Committed to a Committee of 
| the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


L4 a . 
| Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 


| 1) Bill [#.1.]; Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.t.]. Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bills to be read 


3* on Monday next. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[H.L.]; Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 
tion Bill [a.L.]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4) Bill [x.u.]. Read 
| 3* (according to order), and passed, and 
| sent to the Commons. 





| 


Education Board Provisional Order 
| (Cardiff) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
‘cording to order); Bill reported without 
| Amendment. Standing Committee nega- 
| tived; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
| next. 


Leith Corporation Tramways Order 
| Confirmation Bill. Brought from the 
| Commons and read 1* ; to be printed ; and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation 
| Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed 
| to have been read 2* (The Lord Kintore 
|(E. Kintore)), and reported from the 
(No. 137.) 


| Committee. 

| Dramage and Improvement of 
| Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill. 
| Moved, That the order made on the 14th 
| day of March last, ‘“‘ That no Provisional 
| Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
| House of Commons shall be read a second 
| time after the 16th day of June next,” be 
| dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
| read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
| ingly and committed to a Committee of 


| the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill | 


[x L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed 
to. 


Birkdale Improvement Bill; Crystal 
Palace District Gas Bill. Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Rail- 
way Bill. Message to the Commons for 
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GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 
3*.’—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Bill read 3°. 


*THeE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of LonponpERRy): My Lords, 
p2rhans I may be allowed, in moving an 


a 
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Amendment to this Bill, to say a few 
words on behalf of the Post Office. My 
noble friend the Postmaster-General con- 
sidered that it would be disrespectful to 
your Lordships’ House if his Department 
did not explain why they have taken the 
course followed in regard to this Bill. I 
gather from the Postmaster-General that 
a mutual agreement has been arrived at 
between the Post Office and the Great 
Eastern Railway Company with regard 
to the proposed Amendment, but my 
noble friend the Acting Chairman of 
Committees holds the opinion that it 
might have been possible for the Post 
Office to have proceeded in this matter by 
means of a public Bill. If they had 
considered it possible to get a Bill 
passed in their interests on these grounds 
during the present session, they would 
undoubtedly have taken that course ; 
but they considered that at this stage of 
the session, and in view of the various 
important matters before Parliament, 
it would have been futile to have pro- 
ceeded in that way. 


But I would point out on behalf of the 
Postmaster-General, that it is very im- 
portant that his Department should 
assert their rights in connection with 
traffic of all sorts and kinds. The De- 
partment fully recognise that in all pro- 
bability it will be some time before the 
motor system is developed to its fullest 
extent, and until that is the case it may 
not be the duty of the Post Office to take 
advantage generally of that system of 
transport for their mails; but they also 
feel that they should lose no time in 
asserting the rights they undoubtedly 
have of making use of all kinds of locomo- 
tion. The Postmaster-General is 
tremely anxious that every respect 
should be paid to your Lordships’ House, 
and has asked me, therefore, to make 
these few remarks in moving the follow- 
ing Amendment— 

‘** And whereas it has been agreed between the 


Company and the Postmaster-General that the 
following provisions shall apply with respect to 


the conveyance of mails by omnibuses, coaches, , 


carts, and other road vehicles, be it therefore 
enacted that— 


(1) The Company shall convey by any 


omnibus, coach, cart, or other road vehicle pro- | 


vided, worked, or used on a regular or periodical 
service in connection with, or in extension‘of, 
their railway system, and habitually moved*by 


mechanical power, all such mails (with the circumstances were essentially different. 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 
officers of the Post Office in charge thereof) as 


eX- | 
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Railway Bill. 


may be tendered by the Postmaster-General for 


' conveyance by such vehicle, and shall receive and 


deliver such mails from or to any Post Office or 
officer of the Post Office on the route of such 
vehicle.” 

Then follow conditions with which I do 
not think I need trouble your Lordships. 
I beg to move the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“That this clause be there inserted.” —(The 
Marquess of Londonderry). 


THe ACTING CHAIRMAN or COM- 
MITTEES (Lord Batrour of Bur.etrca) : 
My Lords, I think it would be right for me 
to say a few words as to the reason which 
has induced me to insist that this Amend- 
ment should be moved in the House 
rather than be put in before me when 
presiding over an Unopposed Bill Com- 
mittee. One of the clauses in this Bill 
provides for the running by the Great 
Eastern Railway Company of certain 
motor-car services supplemental to the 
services on the railway, and though this 
proposal is novel, I believe that it will be, 
generally speaking, a convenience to the 
public in those parts of the country 
where it is found suitable to adopt it. It 
will be mostly with the object of meeting 
the requirements of excursionists and 
others, and it will be very often only an 
intermittent service. But in consequence 
of this power being taken by the Great 
Kastern Railway Company, the Post- 
master-General suggested to me, through 
one of the officers of his Department, 
that the provisions of the Act of 1893 
should be extended to this Bill, and that 
it should be made compulsory upon 
companies, and this company amongst 
them, when providing motor services to 
carry in those vehicles the mails and the 
servants of the Post Office in charge of 
them. That was proposed as a com- 
pulsory obligation. It is, as your Lord- 
ships know, compulsory now upon the 
railway companies to carry mails and 
servants of the Post Office either upon 
their ordinary trains or upon their light 
railways ‘or tramways. 


The company in question contested 
the justice of making the Act of 1893 
apply to motor-car services of railway 


|companies upon the ground that the 
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They were seeking for no monopoly, 
they were not laying down special tracks 
or getting Parliamentary powers to 
make roads ; they were simply, as mem- 
bers of the public, using the roads which 
were provided by the community, and 
they argued that the only object of 
Clause 41 of the Bill—the clause now 
before your Lordships—was to legalise 
their doing a thing which they wanted to 
do in the interests of the company. I 
took that view, and I told the Postmaster- 
General that, in my opinion, if he wanted 
legislation of this kind it should be by a 
public Act, and not by making a pre- 
cedent in what was otherwise an unop- 
posed Bill. 


I took that view mainly on the ground 
that the motor-car service which it is 
proposed to establish is essentially dif- 
ferent from the general service of trains, 
inasmuch as there is not the same accom- 
modation, certainly not the same accom- 
modation to spare. Secondly, there is no 
monopoly given to the railway company 
for this service, and under those general 
conditions under which this traffic is 
carried on the granting to the Postmaster- 
General of this compulsory power might 
be placing a very unfair burden on the 
railway company. On these grounds I 
refused to insert the clause, but the 
railway company and the Post Office, I 
will not say behind my back, but after 
the decision I had given, agreed between 
themselves that the clause which is now 
before your Lordships—an agreement 
clause—should be inserted in this Bill. 
I then said that I thought, as this was 
the first occasion that such a: proposal 
had been made, it should not be accepted 
by me even though it was agreed to by 
the parties, but should be moved in the 
House so that your Lordships should 
know what was done. 


I do not offer any objection to the 
insertion of this clause, but I think your 
Lordships will agree with me that when 
a new precedent of this kind is made it 
should be done on due notice, so that 
the whole House may know what is 
being done. I do not altogether agree 
with some of the statements made by 
the noble Marquess. He stated that 
_ the Post Office had undoubtedly power 
to insist on this service under the exist- 
It is precisely because they 
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have not that power that they are seek- 
ing the insertion of this clause. All I 
wish to say is that as this is an agree- 
ment clause it must not, of course, be 
taken to form a precedent to be com- 
pulsorily imposed on all railway com- 
panies who come to Parliament for 
these services. As the clause in question 
is an agreement clause and the House 
has had an opportunity of considering it, 
I do not propose to offer on this occasion 
any opposition to the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to; 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


PETITIONS. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [2.1]. 
Petition to be heard by Counsel against ; 


of Association of County Councils in 
Scotland ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 419. Wei-hai-Wei (Report for 
1903). 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) 1903. 
Part II. Civil Statistics. 


SLAUGHTERING OF ANIMALS. 


Report of the Committee appointed 
by the Admiralty to consider the humane 
slaughtering of animals; together with 
minutes of evidence, appendices, and 
index. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3209. Brazil (Porto Allyre). 
No. 3210. Portugal (Pete). 

No. 3211. Portugal (Chinde). 
No. 3212. Japan. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





NEW BILL. 
PUBLIC HEALTH BILL [u.1.}. 


A Bill to enable regulations to be made 
for carrying into effect conventions with 
2T2 
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respect to the prevention of danger 
arising to public health from vessels, and 
the prevention of the conveyance of 


infection by means of vessels—Was pre- | 
sented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the 


Marquess of Lansdowne); read 1*; to 
be printed ; and to be read 2* on Tuesday 
next. (No. 138.) 


LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL [1.t.]. 


Read 3* (according to order), 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


and 


HALL-MARKING OF FOREIGN PLATE 
BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


STAFF APPOINTMENTS. 


Lvxp HENEAGE rose to call attention 
so the present Army Regulations in 
regard to staff and extra-regimental 
duties, the non-seconding of officers above 
the rank of captain in the artillery and 
cavalry, and the retention of officers 
in successive appointments on the staff 
for unlimited periods; and to move te 
resolve: ‘That, in the opinion of this 
House, the present system limits the 
number of officers duly qualified for staff 
appointments, is most unfair to regi- 
mental officers, and is prejudicial to 
the best interests of the Army.’’ He 
said: My Lords, in bringing this ques- 
tion again before the attention of your 
Lordships I do not propose to retraverse 
the whole ground, because the late 
Under-Secretary of State for War, in 
reply to me last year, did not attempt 
to answer any of the statements I then 
made, but simply entered a non possumus 
attitude on the part of the Secretary 
of State. I intend to-day to call your 
Lordships’ attention to the very unsatis- 


factory reply given me last year, and 


which was entirely based on erroneous 
facts and figures. The questions which 


I asked your Lordships to consider last. 


year were whether it was not advisable 
(1) that more officers should be allowed 
to pass through the Staff College for 
shorter periods; (2) that ail officers on 
the staff should be seconded, especially 
in the cavalry and artillery, and (3) 


{LORDS} 


|that there should be more frequent 
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| interchange of duties between regiments 
| and the staff. 


Now, my Lords, what was the reply 
‘that I received from the noble Earl, 
Lord Hardwicke, last year? He first 
of all said that as the whole Staff College 
question was under Sir Henry Hildyard’s 
consideration he could say nothing, and 
I admit that that was a perfectly fair 
and reasonable reply. He then went on 
to say that they could not increase the 
number of staff officers as they would 
‘not have staff employment for them, 
and that though my Motion would, in 
the opinion of the military advisers of 
the War Office, very much increase the 
efficiency and discipline of the Army, the 
cost rendered it prohibitive. Now, my 
Lords, I desire to call your attention 
to facts and figures, all of which ought to 
have been known to the War Office at 
that time. First, I will deal with the 
question of the increase in the number 
of staff officers. The evidence of Lord 
Roberts and of other generals before the 
War Commission proved clearly three 
facts :—(1) That there were not sufficient 
staff officers; (2) that whilst some were 
efficient others did not know their work; 
and (3) that the regimental officers who 
were commandeered for the staff did 
their work very well, soon became efficient 
and were in no degree inferior to the 
general body of Staff College men. That, 
I think, is a very strong argument in 
favour of a greater interchange between 
the regiments and the staff, and of a 
larger number of officers being passed 
‘through the Staff College to qualify 
for staff work. 


The Royal Commission considered the 
evidence of Lord Roberts of such impor- 
tance that in Paragraph 95 of their 
Report, page 53, they gave his evidence 
textually. They state that after referring 
to an absence of a definite system of 
staff duties, leading sometimes to neglect 
of indispensable precautions, the gallant 
| Field-Marshal went on to say that— 

“* Officers were often called upon to take up 
duties of which they had no previous knowledge ; 
but whilst it was remarkable in the great 
majority of cases how quickly they became 
| efficient, the mistakes that were made by the 
staff had most serious consequences. Many 
instances of indifferent staff work might be 
quoted, and it seems clear that the whole staff 
should be thoroughly trained, that a definite 





| 
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it system of carrying out staff duties should be | mental officers would qualify for the 
laid dawn, and that we should have enough 4. ¢ Why neta lei : —- 
is trained staff officers to supply, in case of ° “i y not give the opportunity to 
emergency, a large Army.” all those recommended, without com- 
y That was precisely what I asked for in — Raye e ela Baier 
1, my Motion last year. The noble and a the tel Collage, er :even _ 
st gallant Field-Marshal went on to say— months? There are many staff duties 
“ Giameiieiaaiauainnes ve J which do not require exceptional ability 
> nno e€ improvised, nor can ; ¢ y 
’s they learn their duties like the rank and file in a es menenets or strategy. At the end of 
d few weeks or months, for their duties are as ‘He year let there be a competitive ex- 
ir, _ varied as they are important.” amination, and retain specially good 
n | And the noble and gallant Earl further ™e2 for a second year. I will not 
ie =f said— trouble the House with any arguments 


at as to unlimited service on the staff. It 


I am decidedly of opinion that we cannot 
have a Posse ey ocala ‘eal we have a first. has become a by-word that staff officers 


rate staff, well educated, constantly practised once on the staff were always on the 











sf | +i manoeuvres, and with wide experience.” staff, notwithstanding the regulation 
" This was supplemented by Lord Kit- that every officer was to go back to his 
e chener, who said— regiment at the end of his five years 
Ly “The officers on the staff were very mixed. | tetm of service. But recently, during 
n Some were excellent, whilst others had no staff the period when Lord Roberts was 
" training and had everything to learn. There Commander-in-Chief, I understand a 
oe oe of qualified staff officers to fil new Order was issued enforcing that 
* s ' ; | regulation, and, I believe, in many cases 
er Now, my Lords, I will only quote one limiting the staff appointments to a term 
-d more passage from the evidence of Lord of three years. This will promote a 
fo «| «Roberts. It is in reference to regimental greater interchange between the staff 
ne officers, who have come in for so much and regiments to the advantage of both 
~ unmerited censure, and his opinion is and give more officers the opportunity 
re amply endorsed by other general officers. of staff service and of becoming efficient. 
" Lord Roberts said— Now : : 

’ me Lene ; Now, I come to the question of seconding, 
ho _ "There were certain failures among them in ‘ht0 ho wiliteh wee ate ior 
: South Africa, but, so far as my knowledge of and to the reply which was given iy aS 
id history goes, the general standard of practical Year by the noble Earl the then Under- 
nt knowledge, of devotion to duty, and of readiness Secretary that it would increase efficiency 
he under difficulties, was at least as high as in any and discipline but that the cost was too 
it, army which I have known or of which I have t d th 2 52 hee: head 
read... It was seldom that they displayed 8'C@¢ and the money cou oo 
= any want of initiation, and their knowledge of expended in other ways. I would venture 
en their duties in the field left little to be desired.” to ask your Lordships in what better way 

. | It requires no further words from me, ©42 money be expended than in pro- 
ed after these quotations, to urge the import- moting the discipline and efficiency of 
fy ance of more staff officers; but I would our Army? Notwithstanding the non 

further point out that both Lord Roberts p2sswnus attitude taken up by the Under- 
he and General Nicholson represented that Secretary last year, events have marched 
rr there was no adequate body of staff officers along with very rapid strides, and the 
pir trained in the work of intelligence, study position is much altered. A new Order 
ce of country, strategical or tactical disposi- has been issued to the effect that officers 
ng tions, direction of movements of troops, | JoMmmg the Staff College shall be seconded, 
of choice of camps, water, and sanitary and that commanding officers of regi- 
ct | matters. I think your Lordships will ments and seconds-in-command shall not 
nt | agree with me and also with these gallant go to the staff unless they resign their 

officers that these are matters of the Tegimental appointments. Again, I am 
ae highest importance, and matters that told that within the last few weeks it has 
- ought not to be left to be learnt after an been decided that artillery battery 
vat Army is in the field. _majors in future are to be seconded 
me : when employed on the staff; so that the 
the I think it is clear, from what I have read | only officers who will now be left un- 
ty to your Lordships, that more staff | seconded if they serve on the staff will 
aff | Officers are required, and that, if given the | be majors commanding cavalry squadrons. 


ite opportunity, the general body of regi- | I ask why, when justice has been done 
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to all the other majors, justice should not | justice was done in this matter, and I 
be done to majors commanding squadrons | find that it is only a question of a dozen 


of cavalry ? 


There were during the war, and there 


are even at the present moment, large | 
numbers of captains commanding cavalry | 


squadrons who have never had major’s 
rank or major’s pay. 
Mr. Childers was Secretary of State for 
War there was a great change made in 
the cavalry. Up to that time the troop 
system had obtained in those regiments, 
with a captain and two  subalterns, 


whilst the colonel, adjutant, and riding | 
But Mr. | 


master bossed the show. 
Childers brought about the squadron 
system. When that system was adopted, 
it was decided that the squadron should 
be under a major with a captain and 


three subalterns, and Mr. Childers con- | 


sidered that the officer commanding a 
cavalry squadron should have the rank, 
as he had the responsibilities, of a major. 


The major of a cavalry squadron is | 


practically the commanding officer of his 
squadron, with an appeal to the colonel. 
He is entirely responsible for the pay, 
drill, mounting, uniform of men, saddlery, 
discipline, leave of men, and recom- 
mendations for promotion, and he is 
responsible to the colonel and to no one 
else for the efficiency of his squadron. 
Therefore, when a squadron major is 
taken away and placed upon the staff, a 
captain has to perform all those duties 
and take all those responsibilities without 
the rank or the pay of major. 


It is a very small question at the present 
moment, but I would mention that when 
a major is removed to the staff he -gets 
his pay practically doubled. He has 
sometimes under £300 a year as a regi- 
mental major, but he gets from £600 to 


At the time when | 


captains, and the difference of pay, 2s. 
'a day, would only amount to £36 10s, 
|perannum. The sum of £500 would pay 
the lot and give them major’s rank. | 
do not say that there are not more than 
a dozen majors on the staff, but the other 
/majors are either students at the Staff 
College, in colonial employ, or they are 
/majors who have been allowed to con- 
tinue as adjutants of Yeomanry after 
they have been promoted, and, there- 
fore, they do not come within the same 
category. Nor do I include vacancies 
‘of those who are seconded, but whose 
places are not filled. Those I have 
deducted. I conclude by moving my 
Resolution and asking the noble Ear! 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
‘whether he can give the House any 
information with regard to the new 
Staff College regulations, with regard 
to the new rule about staff service aad 
whether it is to be enforced, and with 
regard to the seconding of officers on 
the staff; and I would express the hope 
that since justice has been done to the 
artillery it will not now be withheld from 
cavalry captains in a like position. 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That, in the opinion 
of this House the present Army Regu- 
lations in regard to staff and extra- 
regimental duties, the non-seconding of 
officers above the rank of captain in the 
artillery and cavalry, and the retention 
of officers in successive appointments on 
the staff for unlimited periods limits 
the number of officers duly qualified for 
staff appointments, are most unfair to 
regimental officers, and are prejudicial 
_to the best interests of the Army.” —(Lord 
Heneage.) 


£700 a year the moment he goes on the | 


staff. A staff captain receives £500 a 


year, but the captain who undertakes all | 


the responsibilities of the major when the 
major is put on the staff only receives 
the pay he had before. 


done a great deal to promote justice in 


regard to this matter, and I would ask | 


the authorities, having swallowed the 
c.mel, not to strain at the gnat. 


I have been careful to look through 
the number of officers who would be 
affected at the present moment if 


Lord Heneage. 


The War Office | 
and the late Commander-in-Chief have | 


Lorp LOVAT: My Lords, I desire to 
_ associate myself with the remarks which 
have fallen from the noble Lord who has 
just sat down, and, with your Lordships’ 
permission, I would particularly like to 
point out the great deficiency in the 
| trained staff of our Army as at present 
constituted. The fact is again brought 
‘to our minds that the War Office does 
/not march with the times. Five years 
| ago few, I think, would have suspected 
| the latent power which lay in our Auxili- 
‘ary Forces and in the untrained patriotic — 
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thousands in the country. There is hardly 
a Minister, to whatever Party he may 
belong, who, in after dinner speeches, has 
not congratulated the country on its ex- 
traordinary patriotism, butonly one Minis- 
ter has taken any trouble to see that that 
patriotism, if it is to be called upon again, 
is directed on proper lines. I refer to Mr. 
Brodrick. He is the only man who has 
brought forward a_ really workable 
scheme. 


We in England have the smallest 
Regular Army of any European nation, 
but there is the certainty that if we called 
upon them we should have probably the 
largest number of Volunteers which any 
nation in Europe could produce. Yet we 
have got no means of working this body 
into anything which could be called an 
Army. We are in that position because 
we have no adequate staff. May I point 
out the actual number of trained staff 
o‘licers we have in England at the present 
time. Iam not including those who are 
already employed, nor those who are at 
the present moment in service abroad ; 
neither am I including those who are 
first or second in command of their 
battalions, because they could not be 
taken away without seriously interfering 
with the efficiency of their regiments. In 
respect to the cavalry we have only two 
officers who are free, so to speak, to do 
staff work. We have on paper one 
cavalry brigade. The second cavalry 
brigade is on paper, but there are no 
names below it. Therefore, we should start, 
if we filled this second cavalry brigade, 
with a deficiency of cavalry _ staff 
officers. Again, when we come to 
the infantry, we have only seventeen 
majors and captains who are qualified 
—that is to say, we have only two 
officers in the cavalry and seventeen in 


the infantry who are ready at the present | 


moment to take up staff appointments, 
aid this at a time when we ought to 
have thoroughly learned the lesson taught 
by the late war. 


The inequality of the staff work in 
South Africa, as pointed out by many 
witnesses who gave evidence before Lord 
Elgin’s Commission, arose from the fact 
that the majority of these officers were 


taken direct from the regirhents without | 


any staff education. We all know that 
before two divisions had left these islands 
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for South Africa the Staff College men 
had run out. Messengers were sent to 
various regiments asking them to supply 
staff officers, and the officers supplied 
were sent at once to the front. What 
happened? ‘The staff work was most 
inefficient at times of utmost crisis, and 
the work of the Army throughout was 
seriously hampered. I would like to 
point out the hardships which occur in 
regiments whose officers are taken away 
in time of war. A regimental commanding 
officer is ordered to send out a couple of 
captains or majors for staff work. 
Naturally he does not send his best men, 
because he cannot afford to lose them. 
He sends in all probability the worst 
officers in the whole of his corps; but 
when these men return to their regiments, 
although they are not the best officers 
and were sent to the staff on that account, 
they will be foryall time above the heads 
of better men and above the very men 
who were not sent to the staff because 
they were better men. That is not 
justice, and it spoils the work done by 
the brigade, because the second-class or 
third-class men sent by the regimental 
commanding officer for staff work are 
not up to their duties. 


It is a well-known theory, laid down 
by Moltke and other writers on the subject 
of military work, that it is essential to 
have some consecutive pattern of ideas 
for staff work; but this is quite impos- 
sible if you get men in this haphazard 
manner. Now, with regard to the Auxilary 
Forces. The Imperial Yeomanry have 
two majors upon whom they can 
rely for the whole of their staff work. 
They had a captain a short time ago, 
but, unfortunately, he has gone 
to learn Japanese and has had 
to be struck off the list; so that at 
present there are only two staff 
officers for the whole of the Yeomanry— 
some 25,000 or 27,000 men. We cannot 
have our own Yeomanry officers for staff 
duties because they have not the know- 
ledge. I command a Yeomanry unit, 
but I should not dream of sending one of 
my best officers away. It is unreasonable 
to expect us to do so simply because 
they do not take care at the War Office 
to have these things arranged in readiness 
for mobilisation in time of war. 
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With regard to the Militia, we know 
that a large number of the junior officers 
are merely birds of passage, who only 
come in for a short time. It would be 
impossible for a Militia colonel to part 
with his senior officers. The discipline 
of the Militia is not such as to enable it 
to stand much knocking about. We had 
during the war orders and counter-orders. 
That may be all right in the case of 
Regular troops, but Volunteers will not 
allow themselves to be messed about by 
men who do not know their work. J 
certainly think Mr. Brodrick’s Army 
Corps scheme was a good one. It gave 
us a skeleton on which we could gra‘t 
our various battalions, and in dropping 
that scheme we have, in my opinion, gone 
back. This scheme could only come into 
force if we had more staff officers. We 
have rot got a sufficient staff, end surely 
now is the time to remedy that deficiency. 
Previously when the War Office took 
men for the Staff College they took them 
more or less in the dark, and were only 
able to judge of their capacity as the 
result of an examination, but here we 
are at the end of a war. We know who 
are the good men and who are the bad 
men; we know who were good staff 
officers in South Africa and who were 
bad staff officers. Surely now is the 
time to get hold of them, and to put 
them through the Staff College. 


Why should we not at the present 
moment put 100 or 150 officers through 
the Staff College? They could be given 
one year’s course, as the noble Lord who 
preceded me suggested, and this large 
number of trained men would constitute 
a reserve of staff officers on which you 
could rely in the event of mobilisation. 
The argument against this increase of 
staff officers is one of cost. Could any- 
one imagine that this cost, if ever we had 
a war again like we had in South Africa, 
would not be recovered over and over 
again if we had efficient staff work ? 
You have only to read the Report of 
Lord Elgin’s Commission to see how 
money was thrown away broadcast 
through inefficient staff work in South 
Africa. I think the extra cost of educat- 


ing more men at the Staff College ought | dee-elllect ‘that the figures produced by 


not to weigh at all in considering this | 


matter. With regard to the argument 


Lord Lovat. 
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that there will not be sufficient employ- | 
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ment for them, I would say that you want, 
in the first place, to get your staff in touch 
with the Auxiliary Forces. The whole 
question of concentration at a critical 
point is entirely a matter of the close 
study of distances, and the time that 
men will take to travel over distances; 
and if you have not got a staff capable of 
calculating this, how can any general be 
expected to do well or to get his men at 
critical points at the right time ? There- 
fore, I think that if the principle of extra 
staff officers is admitted there would be 
plenty of work for them to do. They 
could be attached to the infantry and 
Yeomanry brigades, and would be most 
valuable in bringing the troops up to a 
greater state of efficiency. 


Appointments, 


Of course, a very large proportion of 
the staff, in case of mobilisation, will have 
to come from the Auxiliary Forces, but I 
think it will be admitted that it is abso- 
lutely essential that, at all events, a 
nucleus of a staff, as given by Mr. Brod- 
rick’s Army Corps scheme, should be 
there to point out the lines on which the 
Auxiliary staff would be able to work. 
There were at the end of the war three 
great lines of reform, and I venture to 
think this one of staff is quite equal to 
the other two. First of all, there was 
reform of the War Office, which His 
Majesty’s Government have gone into in 
no half-hearted manner. Secondly, there 
was the question of the training of 
officers, which they have gone into by 
the appointment of an Education Com- 
mittee; and, thirdly, they have this 
great question of the staff. I hope that 
His Majesty’s Government will see their 
way to obtain a reserve of staff officers, 
so that if the nation has to fight again 
and to produce 300,000 men for defence, 
we shall at all events have some nucleus 
of a Staff who can be relied upon to edu- 
cate the staff officers from the Auxiliary 
Forces who they will have to help them. 


*Tue UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DonoucHMore): My Lords, the noble 


Lord who initiated this discussion made 
one general observation with which I 
should like to deal at once. It was to 


my noble friend behind me last year 
I should have 


been very interested to know in what 
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Staff 
particular they were erroneous. I have 
still those figures. They were, I am sure, 
most carefully worked out at the War 
Office at the time, and Ihave not seen 
or heard any statement by the noble 
Lord seriously impugning them. We 
have a body of trained actuaries at the 
War Office whose one business it is to 
make calculations of this kind, and I 
think that without some very strong 
proof it is rather a sweeping statement 
to make to say off-hand that the calcula- 
tions were inaccurate. 


Lorp HENEAGE: I took exception 
to the figures immediately after the 
noble Earl’s speech. A great number 
of other subjects were brought in to 
make up the amounts which had nothing 
whatever to do withthe pay of cavalry 
majors. 


*Tue Ears or DONOUGHMORE: I 
have read last year’s debates carefully, 
and the ‘mpression I got was that the 
noble Lord did not make it clear on the 
first occasion that he was not consider- 
ing the case of all majors. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Question 
was on the Paper, and it distinctly 
stated that I was only dealing with 
cavalry and artillery majors. 


*Tae Kart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
am quite prepared to accept that. The 
figures given by my noble friend Lord 
Hardwicke did include the infantry and 
my noble friend opposite did not, I think, 
say anything at that time which would 
convey the impression that he meant to 
exclude the infantry. But he did say a 
few days afterwards that that was his 
intention, and my noble friend then 
corrected the figures he gave on the first 
occasion. The noble Lord, in raising 
this question to-night, suggested a 
scheme by which we should take a larger 
number of men into the Staff College 
for one year and a smaller number 
for the two years course. I admit 
at once that that isa very allur- 
Ing proposal; but the difficulty in the 
way is a practical one. 
the Staff College is 
thought out, and that for the 
first year is very different from the course 
in the second. It is a different style of 
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thing altogether. The first year’s course 
deals with military history, artillery, and 
fortification, staff duties, military ad- 
mmmistration, and other subjects. The 
second years course goes into bigger 
questions, what 1 might call general staff 
questions—questions of Imperial defence, 
practice in reconnaissance, practice in 
training of troops, and tours of inspec- 
tion—and it is quite impossible to tell at 
the end of the first year whether a man 
will be any use at the things he is going 
to study in the second year until after he 
has entered on the second year’s course. 
It would make things very much easier 
to pass a larger number of men through 
the one year course and a smaller number 
through the full two years; but I am 
afraid the system would not benefit the 
Army in the end, and we might lose the 
services of many men who might not be 
so good at the work in the first year, but 
who might turn out useful staff officers 
in general staff work. 


Appointments. 


I am entirely at one with the two noble 
Lords who have spoken as to the necessity 
of more staff officers for the Army; and 
I am glad to see that they recognise 
that the Staff College training is 
absolutely necessary in order to turn 
out efficient staff officers. The output 
of staff officers at the present moment is 
not anything like large enough for our 
requirements. Our requirements are 
growing every day. It is not quite ger- 
mane to the subject, but it may interest 
your Lordships to know that in the 
organisation of the General Staff at the 
War Office we intend to employ sixty-five 
officers to do the work that has hitherto 
been done by thirty-two. That at once 
creates a large number of staff appoint- 
ments of very great importance, for which 
we have got to find the very best candi- 
dates. In the Intelligence Branch, which 
is now under the Director of Military 
Operations, and in which we have hither- 
to employed twenty-seven officers, we 
shall find plenty of work for forty-three, 
and the remainder will be employed in 
the other branches of the department 
performing work for which only a very 
small staff has hitherto existed. This 
fact alone has vastly added to the 
necessity for turning out more staff 
officers, and we are fully alive to the fact 
that we have to meet these necessities. 
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Lord Tweedmouth made some strong 
remarks the other day as to the 
Government’s unsettled convictions in 
this matter. He said that we were 
unable to make up our minds as to the 
reforms recommended by the Esher 
Committee. The noble Lord displayed 
an innocence of knowlege which did him 
infinite credit, but I think the statement I 
have made will convince him that we are 
not moving so slowly as the outside world 
seems to imagine, because we do not 
always talk about what we are doing. 
With regard to the suggestion that we 
should enlarge nomination and pass a 
great many more men through the Staff 
College, I would point out that our 
experience is against too great an exten- 
sion of the system of nomination. The 
late Commandant at the Staff College 
has said that when a limited number of 
officers were selected by nomination it 
was frequently found that amongst them 
were some of the best officers of the 
College, but that when a large number 
were selected it resulted in the whole 
falling below the normal. We are fully 
alive to the need for further staff officers, 
and the matter is being most seriously 
considered. Your Lordships have no 
doubt read the recent Army Order issued 
by Lord Kitchener. You will see that Lord 
Kitchener is contemplating the establish- 
ment of a Staff College in India; this 
matter is now the subject of discussion 
between the War Office and the India 
Office, and I hope a decision will be come 
to at an early date. 


Now I come to the second point raised 
by Lord Heneage, as to the non-seconding 
of officers above the rank of captain in 
the artillery and cavalry. The noble 
Lord does not include the infantry, and, 
therefore, I will say nothing about them 
beyond stating that the case for the 
non-inclusion of the infantry is very 
strong. It has been decided that artillery 
majors extra-regimentally employed are to 
be seconded, that is to say, they are to be 
succeeded in their appointments by 
majors. The first objection of the noble 
Lord’s therefore falls to the ground. 
The noble Lord’s point I think is that an 
artillery major commands a unit —a 
battery— and therefore ought to be 
seconded on going to the staff, and that 
acavalry major commands a unit—a 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 
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seconded. I should like to say first that 
it would be much more difficult to work in 
the cavalry with small regiments than 
in the artillery where there are a lot of 
officers. 
the Horse and Field Artillery, and 900 
in the Garrison Artillery. We cannot 
recognise that a squadron is 
exactly the same unit as a battery. The 
squadron is a third of the cavalry 
regiment, and the regiment is commanded 


by a colonel who has authority over the | 


majors, which does not exist in the case 
of the artillery. 


It is true, as the noble Lord has said, 
that since 1887 the major eommands the 


squadron, and that since that year his | 
authority as squadron commander has © 
In | 


been to a certain extent increased. 
1897, however, we added sixteen majors 
to the cavalry, with the result that 
promotion already in the cavalry is 
faster than it is in any other branch, 
and any alteration in the direction 
which the noble Lord 
might very reasonably be argued to be 
unfair to the officers in cther branches of 
the service. I now come to a point on 
which I really do lay stress. It is this, 
that we do now want the squadron 
majors away from their regiments and on 
the staff. We recognise that they are 
approaching the time when they will 
have to command the regiment, and we 
do not wish to encourage them to go 
away on the staff during those years. 
We want them to remain and get fully in 
touch with their regiments preparatory to 
assuming command a few years later. 
That is our great objection to seconding. 
There is a contention at the back of this 
that it is unfair that while the major is 
away the captain should do his work and 
not get full major’s rank and pay. 


Lorp HENEAGE: That is my whole 
point. 


*The Eart of DONOUGHMORE: My 
first answer to that is that we do all we 
can to prevent the majors going away, 
and the second is that though, in some 
cases, it may cause hardship, it is not 
an unknown thing in other walks 


_ of life for men to do the work of a higher 


post while occupying the lower one. 


1068 


squadron—and ought therefore to be also 


There are 1,100 officers in the | 


suggested | 
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Officers are glad of the opportunity of | 





1068 


» also 
that 
rk in 
than 
ot of 
1 the 


nnot 


is 
The 


valry | 
nded | 
r the | 
case | 


said, 


3 the | 
t his | 


hag 
Tn 

aj OTS 
that 
y is 
neh, 
tion 


sted | 


0 be 
28 of 
t on 
this, 
dron 
d on 
are 
will 
| we 
) go 
2aTs. 
ly in 
ry to 
ater. 
ling. 
this 
yr is 
and 


hole 


My 
we 
vay, 
ome 

not 
alks 
sher 
one. 
y of 





tS ET ANSE 0 SN 














1069 Naval 


showing that they are capable of doing 
the higher work, and at the same time 
they gain experience which is bound 
to be of use to them in their future 
career. Ido not wish to pretend that 
that entirely does away with any hard- 
ship, but, if I may use the expression, it 
materially gilds the pill. In conclusion, I 
would only repeat that the reason we 
cannot meet the noble Lord on this point 
is that we do claim that the main 
cavalry unit is the regiment and not the 
squadron. 


I entirely agree with the noble Lord 
that after a period of staff service the 
officers should return to their regiments. 
There is an unwritten law at the War 
Office to this effect, and I have made 
careful inquiries and find that it is 
strictly enforced. There have, however, 
been exceptions during the last few years, 
but they were cases in which it was to 
the advantage of the Army that excep- 
tions should be made; and although 
exceptions are always unpleasant things, 
we must have a free hand sometimes to 
dispense with rules. I can assure the noble 
Lord that there are no two opinions at 
the War Office that this rule ought to be 
enforced in every case where it is 
possible. I hope I have shown that in 
the main I am not antagonistic to the 
noble Lord, and I trust that in the circum- 
stances he will not find it necessary to 
press his Motion to a division. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, J shall 
be very glad to withdraw my Motion 
after what I think is a very satisfactory 
explanation given by the noble Earl. I 
do not wish to say anything more with 
regard to the erroneous figures than that 
a lot of other calculations connected with 
the infantry were brought in last year 
by the noble Earl which largely 
increased the amount. With regard 
to the seconding of cavalry officers, 
I did not base my argument entirely on the 
question of a cavalry squadron being a 
unit. I do not see why cavalry majors 
should be the only majors in the whole 
service who are not seconded when they 
go away for staff work. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, J 


do not intend to rise to the fly thrown | 
by the noble Earl the Under-Secre- | 
tary end to state my opinions as to the | 
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convictions, settled or otherwise, of His 
Majesty's Government. But, plausible as 
the speech of the noble Earl was, he 
entirely failed to touch upon the most 
important point raised by the noble and 
gallant Lord behind me, Lord Lovat. 
My noble friend pointed out, I thought 
with great force, that from the fact of 
our having been at war for three years the 
War Office had attained very good and 
complete knowledge of the relative 
merits of the men who served on the staff 
throughout that long campaign—a 
campaign that involved the employment 
of a large number of men on the staff 
and a continual shifting of those men. 
The point my noble and gallant friend 
urged was this, that having got this in- 
formation the War Office should make use 
of it, and not allow to drop back into 
obscurity those men who had proved 
themselves good staff officers Whatever 
arrangements may be made for securing 
a sufficient supply of men to serve in 
His Majesty’s Army, we are obliged to 
keep ready a set of officers capable of 
taking charge of the men who come 
forward ; and it does seem to me that we 
have a right to ask from His Majesty’s 
Government some more definite answer 
than the Under-Secretary has given on 
the points raised by Lord Lovat. Most 
people who take any interest in the 
fortunes of the British Army recognise 
that a good supply of the very best class 
of officers, instructed in the latest methods 
of warfare, brought up to the highest 
state of efficiency, is one of the most 
pressing needs of the country. I hope 
His Majesty’s Government will take note 
of my noble and gallant friend’s speech, 
and may even now tell us they have 
ready at hand, some scheme for dealing 
with his suggestions. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


NAVAL INTERPRETERS: 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 
I rise to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that, according to the June 
Navy List, out of 123 naval interpreters 
only two officers on the executive list 
have passed in Russian, that the only 
executive officer who has passed in 
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German is on the Reserve List, that no 
officer of any branch of the Naval Ser- 
vice has passed in Japanese; and to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty if he 
will consider the advisability of giving a 
certain number of selected officers 
further facilities and inducements for 
the study of the German, Russian, 
and Japanese languages; also to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty how many of 
the 123 officers who have passed as inter- 
preters, and how many of the eighteen 
executive officers who have passed as 
French interpreters, are in receipt of the 
extra allowances payable to naval inter- 
preters. 


According to the June Navy List there 
are 123 officers in different branches of 
the service who have passed as inter- 
preters in various languages. Sixteen of 
these have passed in German, and eight 
in Russian. But although fifty-five have 
passed in Oriental languages, not a single 
officer of any branch of the service has 
vet passed in Japanese. But what is 
still more extraordinary is that not one 
of the sixteen officers who have passed in 
German is on the regular executive list. 
Lieutenant Simpson-Baikie, who has 
passed in that language, is an officer in 
the Merchant Service and is on the list of 
the Royal Navy Reserve. Thirty-seven 
officers have passed in French, of whom 
eighteen are on the executive list. 
Surely the French Navy is not eighteen 
times as important as the German? 
From the little that I know about the 
latter service, I consider that its methods 
are worthy of the most careful study. 
Yet such studies can scarcely be under- 
taken except by those who, in addition to 
a knowledge of the language, are well 
acquainted with technical details, with 
the manceuvres of fleets, and who 
have done duty on the bridge. If we 
were acting in alliance with the German 
Navy we should not be able to derive the 


full benefit of such an alliance, as more | 


than a usual number of misunderstandings 
would take place. 


I am, however, glad to see that eight 
Marine officers, one Engineer officer, 
and six officers of other branches of the 
service have passed in German. Execu- 
tive officers have less leisure than those 
in other branches, are more likely to be 
disturbed at odd hours, and have had in 


Lord Ellenborough. 
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consequence fewer opportunities. Of the 
eight officers who passed in Russian, only 


Interpreters. 


| two—Commander Kemp and Lieutenant 


Duncan—are on the active list of execu- 
tive officers. Naval men have not neg- 


‘lected the Oriental languages, for | find 


that eight have passed in Persian, nine in 
Arabic, twenty-eight in Hindostani, 
twenty-four in Swahili.and two in Chinese. 
Yet no officer of any branch of the 
service has passed in Japanese, though 
one has passed in Chinook. I heartily 
congratulate the noble Earl on the 
addition he has lately made to the 
number of officers employed in the 
Intelligence Department, and though I 


have no doubt that that department is — 


carefully studying the war in the East, 
still I consider that this ignorance of the 
languages of naval Powers of importance 
may be the cause of mistaken expendi- 
ture in time of peace, anda source of 
danger to the State in time of war. 


Every naval officer is now studying 
the Russo-Japanese War. To do this 
thoroughly he must have translations be- 
fore him. The ordinary civilian writer will 
not help him much. ‘The translator must 
have technical as well as literary know- 
ledge. The tactical arrangements of the 
Japanese, the means they have adopted 
to protect their convoys, how they make 
use of the secondary and improvised 
bases, such as the Elliott Islands, and 
how they repair most of their ships with- 
out sending them back to Japan, should 
be «thoroughly studied by officers 
acquainted with their language. The 
systems used on both sides as regurds 
telegraphy, wireless or otherwise, the 
methods of laying down and removing 
anchored explosives, of blocking and 
clearing the entrances of harbours, 
the details of the fittings of turrets 
and gun-carriages, the sighting of guns 
both for day and night firing, the plans 
adopted for torpedo attack and defence, 
and how far original fittings have had to 
be discarded or altered under the stress of 
actual warfare, are also well worthy of 
attention. I am aware that a large 
number of both Russian and Japanese 
officers are acquainted with our language, 
but that is not quite the same 
thing as our officers knowing theirs. We 
require officers with technical knowledge, 
able to translate whatever either side may 
publish. Atthe close of the war we may 
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expect to find that a great deal of litera- 


{8 JuLy 1904} 


ture is available if we are prepared to | 


take advantage of it. Unsuccessful or 
superseded officers will find some means 
of defending themselves, even in countries 
where the Press is muzzled. 

At the close of the Franco-German con- 
flict a large number of our military officers 
undertook the study of French and 
German for the sole purpose of being able 


| to master the details of that struggle. 


Until the conditions of war had been 


) altered by improvements in the weapons, 


'I do not think that they could have 











employed their time better. While the 


_ Russians and Japanese are fighting, some 


of our executive officers ought to be 
studying their languages, so as to be 
able to take advantage of their experience 
directly the war is over. In the next 
great struggle for the supremacy of the 
seas, our Success or failure may depend 


) upon our having rightly read the lessons 


of the Russo-Japanese War. 


I will give your Lordships an instance of 
the foresight of the Japanese themselves, 
as regards this very question of learning 
languages. In 1858 Lord Elgin made a 
treaty with Japan, and several ports were 
it consequence opened to the British. In 
1859 I was on board the ship that brought 
the British Consul to Hakodadi. , To 
our astonishment, shortly after we 
had anchored, a letter, written in English 
by the Governor of Hakodadi. was handed 
toour captain. It was on foolscap, in 
exact conformity with our Admiralty 
tules and regulations for correspondence, 
but written with a paint brush instead of 
a pen. There were only twojéslight 
mistakes in it, which might have escaped 
notice had it not been carefully 
examined. The Governor of Hakodadi 
had been told off to learn English because 
his harbour was about t~ become a treaty 
port, and I hope that the noble Earl at 
the head of the Admiralty will at once tell 
off a few of our executive officers to learn 
German, Russian, and Japanese. 


I am not at all an advocate of making 
languages compulsory throughout the 
whole of the service. Some officers have 
a facility for learning languages, others 
have not. The latter will be better em- 
ployed in learning something else. But 
when a man has learnt another language 


_ besides his own he learns a second foreign 
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language with much greater facility. On 
Monday last an excellent circular was 
issued by the Admiralty which goes far 
towards meeting the necessities of the 
case. It greatly increases both the 
facilities and the inducements for learn- 
ing foreign languages. For instance, the 
number of officers who are to be allowed 
to study languages while on full pay is 
to be increased from ten to twenty. I 
think that that number may be a normal 
one. But we have great arrears to make 
up, and as the necessity for a proper 
study of the Russian and Japanese 
languages is immediate, I would suggest 
to the noble Earl that it would be 
desirable that executive officers studying 


Interpreters. 


the German, Russian, and Japanese 
languages should be considered as 


additional to the limit of twenty, until 
at least twelve of them have passed in 
each language. We ought to have a 
minimum of interpreters in certain 
tongues. 


I hope the Treasury will not object to 
the slight additional expense that will 
be incurred if my suggestion is adopted. 
Taking the difference between full and 
half pay at an average of 8s. a day for 
the various ranks, the extra charge for 
thirty-four officers would amount to 
less than £5,000 a year, for one year only. 
I put the number at thirty-four, because 
we have already two executive officers 
who have passed in Russian. It is false 
economy to employ an insufficient number 
of officers to criticise this war. Next 
year millions will be spent on the Navy. 
Whether they are rightly or wrongly 
spent depends entirely as to whether we 
shall have learnt aright the lessons to be 
derived from it or not. The £5,000 that 
I ask for is a trifle as compared with the 


‘expense of our autumn manceuvres, and 


there is far more to be learnt from a real 
war than from any manceuvres. During 
manceuvres the complaint is constantly 
made that in a real war the result would 
have been different. But when a ship is 
put out of action by being sunk in battle. 
there is no use in complaining of the rules, 
or of the stupidity or partiality of an 
umpire. There is no getting over the 
fact that she has been put out of action 
in accordance with the stern realities 
of war. 

There is another point in the circular 
to which I wish to draw attention. I 
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regret to see that technical terms do not 
form part of the lower standard for 
Japanese. In the higher standard it is 
stated that some acquaintance with terms 
used in the naval service will be required. 
I have great doubts if one year is 
sufficient to allow for the study of 
Japanese. But if the Admiralty set 
twelve officers to commence their studies 
at once we shall be more certain 
about that in twelve months time. 
The candidate should certainly be made 
to translate a few pages from a gunnery 
book, and from text books on steam and 
torpedoes. Exact knowledge of the con- 
struction of sentences in Russian and 
Japanese Classical works may be safely 
left to the gentlemen of the Foreign 
Office, who have to interpret treaties and 
protocols, and who are not expected to be 
naval interpreters. The exact construc- 
tion of a gun or of a torpedo is of more 
importance to naval officers than the 
construction of a complicated sentence. 


I have the liveliest recollection of the 
first time that I ever acted as a naval 
interpreter. I was a naval cadet on 
board one of our three-deckers which 
touched at Brest for coal when on her 
way back from the Crimea. The master 
—that is, the navigating officer—told me 
to tell the French officer in charge of the 
moorings that he was going to get a 
hauling-line out of the starboard hawse- 
hole so as to be able to bouse in the bight 
of his cable. I know that many of your 
Lordships are well acquainted with the 
French language, but I doubt if even the 
noble Marquess at the head of the Foreign 
Office would be able to translate such a 
sentence at short notice. Ten years 


later I passed in French as naval inter- | 
well calculated to deal with the normal 
| state of the Navy, when the arrears that I 
was a French Professor | 
utterly ignorant of any technical terms. , 
for that extra £5,000 and that he will at 


preter. Had our parts been reversed I 
should certainly have rejected my ex 
aminer. He 


The question arises in my mind as to 


how far the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners are competent to examine | 
officers in nautical terms. The term 


“maritime idiom” which appears in the | 


circular is very vague. It appears in a 
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some nautical men when suffering from 
impatience. Whether this be so or not, 
I should suggest that in future out of the- 
1,200 numbers mentioned in the circular 
seventy-five numbers should be given for 
nautical terms, seventy-five for words 
used in steam, and seventy-five for words 
used in gunnery and torpedo work; and 
I further think that the Civil Service 
Commissioners would do well to call in 
nautical experts to assist them at these 
examinations. I have alluded to these 
matters because I am afraid that if the 
literary and grammatical standards are 
placed too high, officers may be deterred 
from studying these languages. 


What I suggest to the First Lord is 
that, while retaining a high technical 
standard, he should lower the literary 
standard required for Russian and 
Japanese interpreterships, and that he 
should give even more ’special facilities 
for the study of those languages, until we 
have at least twelve executive officers who 
have passed in each of thera. The second 
part of my Question has been put because, 
hitherto, officers who have qualified as 
interpreters have been much discouraged 
by not receiving the pay that they 


Interpreters. 


_ considered to be due to them, on the plea 


that they had rot been specially appointed 
as interpreters. But as the schedule 
attached to this circular says that— 
“Interpreters will be appointed to flagships,” 
and that an interpreter in French and 
German will be allowed in each ship 
carrying midshipmen, I hope that in 
future that grievance may be considered 
remedied. 


I heartily congratulate the noble Earl 
on his recent circular, which is, I think, 


have referred to have been worked up. 
But I hope that he will ask the Treasury 


once appoint a number of officers to study 
the three languages I have referred to. It 
is a matter that might well be brought be- 
fore the Committee for National Defence. 


| Ishall conclude by asking a favour of the 


former circular, in which 100 marks out | First Lord of the Admiralty. When a 
of 1,200 are assigned to it, but I have no! person is suddenly surprised by being 
recollection of seeing it in any other| askedto do something unexpected and 


document. It has been supposed by some | 


persons to include words that are unfor- 
tunately still occasionally made use of by 


Lord Ellenborough. 


to pay some money, his first impulse is to 


‘say, no. I would therefore ask the 


noble Earl not to give a definite reply to 
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my request for £5,000 and _ thirty- 
six interpreters at present, especially 
as I have given him no notice of it, 
but to think it over with his colleagues, 
and to consider the subject as an 
jopen one at present. I now put the 
Question that stands in my name. 





Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, 
before the First Lord of the Admiralty 
| answers the Questions which have been 
put to him by the noble Lord who has 
| just sat down, I should like to say a few 
i words with regard to the difficulty which 
may eXist in removing officers for a 
considerable time from their proper work. 
I am quite certain that no man can 
thoroughly acquire languages, especially 
| those very difficult languages to which 
‘the noble Lord has referred, without 
/ sojourning abroad. He must mix with 
_ the natives of those countries before he 
can acquire the language in a conversa- 
tionalform; and what I wish to ask the 
noble Earl the First Lord is, whether he 
will consider the necessity of giving 
officers facilities for studying abroad, at 
the same time allowing them to retain 
their former position in the Service? 
By that 1 mean that no man should lose 
anything in consequence of his having 
remained abroad; he should not lose 
his chance, for instance, of commanding 
a ship because he had spent the requisite 
time abroad to make himself proficient 
ina particular language. 








Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
-ALTY (The Earl of SeLporne): My 
| Lords, I am obliged to the noble Lord 
who brought this question forward for 
his kind words about myself, and I am 
very glad to be able to say what I think 
will not surprise your Lordships, that I 
agree with almost every word he has 
uttered. 
to exactly every detailed proposal he 
has made, but to the general spirit of 
his remarks I cordially adhere. This 
question of foreign languages has un- 
doubtedly been sadly neglected in the 
Navy, and it is, I think, essential that 
there should be an adequate staff of 
officers of the executive as well as of 
the other branches who can speak all 
the important languages of the world if 
the Navyis in all respects to be equipped 
_for its work in war and the study of its 


{8 JuLy 1904} 


I do not pin myself to adhesion ' 


Interpreters. 1078 


profession in peace. I can assure the 
noble Lord that the war now in progress 
is being most deeply studied by the 
Admiralty, both here and on the spot 
so far as the opportunities present them- 
selves ; and he will, I think, be glad to 
know that the first officers, in both cases 
a captain, attached to the Japanese and 
the Russian Fleets were both able to 
speak the language of the nation to 
which they were attached. 


Although the number of officers in the 
Navy List who speak certain languages is 
meagre as analysed by the noble Lord, and 
although I agree with him that the general 
linguistic attainments of the Navy fall far 
short of what we desire, yet there are, as 
a matter of fact, a considerable number 
of officers who do speak foreign languages 
but who are not registered in the Navy 
List because they have never thought fit 
to endeavour to register themselves as 
interpreters. 


Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: They are 
afraid of the high literary standard, I 
expect. 


THe Earn or SELBORNE: Not 
necessarily, I think. The officer who is 
at present attached to the Russian Fleet 
in the Far East is a captain who had 
spent a considerable time in Russia, and 
he speaks Russian, I believe, excellently, 
but he had never, for some reason I do 
not understand, registered himself as a 
qualified interpreter. The circular letter 
of the Admiralty to which the noble Lord 
has referred was issued last Monday, and 
therefore it is much too soon to say what 
its effect will be. The Board of Ad- 
miralty will naturally watch its work- 
ing very carefuly, and I do not 
for a moment put it forward as our last 
word on the subject. If experience shows 
that changes in the regulations are neces- 
sary, and that the movement is not 
progressing fast enough, we shall be quite 
ready to endeavour to improve our 
machinery. The number of officers on 
the list of interpreters in the June Navy 
List is not 123, as quoted by the noble 
Lord, but 122—a correction of no 
importance ; but of this number only 
twelve are appointed at the present 
moment as interpreters. Two of these 
are executive officers, and of them, one 
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is an interpreter in French. Allowances 
are payable in the case of each officer 
appointed as interpreter to a ship. 


That is the state of things which we find 
in existence. It is not the state of things 
which we hope will exist when the new 
regulations have been working for a year 
or two. Inthe last few years there has 
been such a dearth of lieutenants, owing 
to the expansion of the Fleet, that there 
teally has been no possibility of giving 
them leave to study languages on the 
Continent. But the list is now so rapidly 
increasing that I hope we shall shortly 
havea margin. Perhaps those noble lords 
who have not seen the circular will allow 
me very briefly torecapitulatethe principal 
points with which we have endeavoured 
to deal and to comment a little upon 
them. In the first place, the number of 
officers who are to be allowed to study 
abroad at any one time is increased to 
twenty; that does not mean twenty in 
the year, but that every day in the year 
there may be twenty officers studying 
abroad—a very different thing. They 
will be on full pay the whole time, and 
it will count as “ service.” 


The full pay will also be granted with- 
out any condition as to subsequent 
qualification; that is to say, an officer 
will not go with the dread before him 
that he may fail in his examination and 
have to refund half his full pay. Whether 
he succeeds or fails he will get his full 
pay for the period he is studying abroad. 
The period during which study abroad 
on full pay will be allowed is regulated 
according to the language which the 
officer is studying. The reward of the 
successful officer is to take the form of 
a gratuity according to a_ scale, a 


distinction being drawn between 
officers who qualify in the higher 


standard and those who qualify in the 
lower standard. In the next place, the 
allowances to officers appointed here- 
after as interpreters will be regulated 
according to the language or qualifica- 
tion. Officers on the list of interpreters 
will be required to requalify every five 
years, and for this purpose they will be 
allowed to go abroad to the country 
speaking the language in which they are 
qualified on one month’s full pay, in 
ovder to prepare themselves for requalifi- 
vation. Again, officers who are qualified 
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to give instruction in foreign languages 
to junior officers on board His Majesty’s 
ships will receive 5s. for each lesson of 
one hour’s duration, the number of 
lessons for which payment will be made 
being limited to four a week. That, of 
course, is in addition to their pay as in- 
terpreters. 


Interpreters. 


The prizes to midshipmen who attain 
proficiency have been increased to the 
annual value of £130. That is, of course, 
with the object of encouraging midship- 
men to keep up the language they may 
have learnt previous to entering the 
service, so that they may start with 
some knowledge when they go abroad to 
qualify as interpreters. With regard to 
the study of foreign languages at the new 
Royal Naval College at Osborne, I be- 
lieve we shall do more there in respect 
of French and German than could be 
done through these regulations, or through 
any efforts made by officers at a later 
period of their career to learn French 
and German abroad. This is, perhaps, 
a rash thing to say in your Lordships’ 
House, where the experience of public 
schools is so universal, but I do 
thoroughly believe that we are going to 
succeed at Osborne where the public 
schools have so notably failed. We are 
going to teach the boys French or Ger- 
man, or both, in a way which will enable 
them to make themselves understood in 
France or Germany, and to understand 
what Frenchmen and Germans say to 
them, and be competent to study any 
literature in those languages. 


As regards Japanese, the arrange- 
ments in respect to that are quite 
special. In addition to the institution 
of a special scale in connection with the 
study of Japanese, we are going to ap- 
point a Japanese teacher at Wei-hai-Wei. 
In normal times the China Fleet is con- 
stantly using Wei-hai- Wei as headquarters 
for months together, and a Japanese in- 
structor will be stationed there, who will 
be at the service of any officers of the 
Fleet. Officers who are now holding ap- 
pointments as interpreters or acting-inter- 
preters under the old regulations will be 
allowed to retain their appointments until 
the expiration of the commission of the 
ship in which they are serving, and an 
interpreter qualified in French or German 
will be allowed _toeach ship which carries 
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midshipmen. for these 


interpreterships will have the opportunity | 


of being examined by the Civil Service 


noble Lord need not be anxious lest the 


Civil Service Commissioners should be) 


incompetent to examine these officers in 
technical naval phraseology. After all, 
it is not a subject with which we are 
altogether unfamiliar. There is drawn 


up for the instruction of cadets on the | 
“ Britannia” as perfect a comparative | 


table of French and English terminology 
as exists in the whole world, and what 
has been done in the case of French could 
be done in the case of other languages. 
At any rate, I can assure my noble friend 
that the importance of the special 
terminology will not be forgotten. 


In this examination a thorough know- 
ledye of the language selected by the 
candidates will be required, and he will 
be examined orally as well as by written 
papers. I donot think the noble Lord 
need be afraid lest the examination should 
degenerate into one purely of grammar. 
Of course, it is desired that 
these officers should have a real grasp 
of the language they are acquiring in 
every respect, but the main point to be 
aimed at is that the language should 
be an instrument which the officer can 
use from day to day in his rough ser- 
vice as a naval officer, and, therefore, 
that he should be able to understand it 
when it is spoken, and to speak it 
fluently, is of the utmost importance. 


Perhaps your Lordships}will allow me 
to quote the scale which has been drawn 
up. In respect of Japanese, an officer 
will be allowed to reside in Japan for 
twelve months on full pay for the 
higher standard, or six months for the 
lower, and, if he succeeds, he will re- 
ceive a gratuity of £200 for the higher 
standard, or £100 for the lower stan- 
dard, and his pay as interpreter will be 
2s. 6d. per diem. In the case of 
Russian, the duration of residence 
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the duration of residence abroad will be 
six months for the higher standard and 


Interpreters. 


four months for the lower; the gratuity 
Commissioners three times a year, in| 
April, July, and October, and I think the | 


on qualifying, £70 and £35 respectively, 
and the additional pay whilst employed 
as interpreter, 2s. per diem. In the 
case of French, Italian, Spanish, and 
Portugese, the duration of residence 
abroad will be four months for the higher 
standard and three months for the lower ; 
the gratuity on qualifying £50 and £25 
respectively, and the additional pay 
whilst employed 1s.6d. per diem. 


Noble Lords may think the period of four 
months in France very low, but it must, 
of course, be remembered that it is not 
expected that any officer will go to France 
with a complete ignorance of the language. 
The officers who will go are those who 
already have some knowledge of it, and 
when the cadets trained at Osborne are 
in the service they will be lieutenants 
who will really have had adequate instruc- 
tion in the language already. I have 
only, in conclusion, to ask your Lord- 
ships to allow me to read the two con- 
cluding paragraphs of the circular, because 
they indicate exactly the point of view 
from which the Admiralty has studied 


' this question— 


abroad will be nine months for the | 


higher stipend and six months for the 


lower; the gratuity on qualifying will | 


be £150 and £75 respectively, and the | 


additional pay whilst employed as inter- 
preter, 2s. 6d. per diem. In the case 
of German, Dutch, and modern Greek, 


VOL. CXXXVII. [Fourrn Sertes.] ' 
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“In revising the regulations in the manner 
indicated my Lords have been influenced 
by a strong sense of the disadvantages attend- 
ing the want of familiarity with foreign 
languages shown by officers of His Ma- 
jesty’s Navy, and of the importance of pro- 
moting among them a_ knowledge of the 
languages spoken by officers of foreign fleets, 
with whom friendly intercourse is of frequent 
occurrence. Their Lordships accordingly 
desire that these regulations may be made 
known generally in the Fleet, and it is their 
wish that officers should bé encouraged to 
volunteer for study abroad in accordance with 
the provisions of the regulations. 

“It is further their Lordships hope that as 
the number of officers qualified to instruct in 
foreign languages increases, greater opportuni- 
ties will be afforded to midshipmen to study 
foreign languages, especially French and German, 
while serving afloat. Advantage is to be taken, 
whenever possible, of the presence of a qualified 
instructor to form classes on board ship for 
this purpose.” 


The object for which naval officers should 
study foreign languages is not only to 
enable them to converse with the officers 
of those fleets when they meet them, 
but to enable them to study the naval 
literature and the literature generally of 


those countries; because, great as is, I 
2? 
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hope, the field of study which the British 
Navy offers to the other navies of the 
world, Iam quite sure there is not a single 
navy from which we cannot learn some- 
thing ourselves if we study it adequately, 
and it is in that spirit that I believe and 
trust the officers of the Navy will approach 
all naval literature emanating from rival 
navies. 


THE DE MORLEY BARONY. 
*Lorp HAWKESBURY : My Lords, I 
rise to ask the Lord Chancellor whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
reported in the newspaper that the Judge 
of the City of London Court stated in 
Court that a suitor in that Court, a 
gentleman styling himself Lord de Morley, 
was a Peer of the Realm ; and whether it 
was not the fact that the gentleman in 
question, who claims to be an heir or 
co-heir of that barony, has never had his 
claim considered by the Committee of 
Privileges, and therefore can have no 
clim to be designated a Peer. I 
should, perhaps, state that the barony 
is quite a different one from that in 
respect of which my noble friend Lord 
De Mauley sits in this House, and the 
title is spelt in a different way. I may 
say that I have no wish to criticise the 
claim of this gentleman to the title, which 
may, or may not, prove to be a good one 
when it comes to be considered by the 
Committee of Privileges, but it does 
seem to me that a statement made 


by a Judge in Court in this manner is | 


very likely to be misconstrued by persons 


who are not conversant with the practice | 


of the Committee of Privileges and of 
your Lordship’ House, for they may 
attach to it a weight and authority it 
does not possess, and it is for that 
reason, and knowing how rightly jealous 
your Lordships are of the dignity and 
privileges of this House, that I have 


ventured to call attention to this 
matter. 
THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 


Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I am 
sorry that I have not been able to verify 
the exact quotation from the learned 
Judge, chiefly because I suspect that he 


ported. It is probable that the learned 
Judge was endeavouring to disclaim, on 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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the part of this gentleman, with whom he 
seemed to be acquainted, that he was a 
mere impostor, the phrase used apparently 
being that the gentleman was “by no 
means a bogus Peer.” The Judge was 
evidently endeavouring to say that the 
gentleman was not claiming to be what 
he had no right to claim, but that he was 
a perfectly respectable gentleman. I 
believe that to be true; I know nothing 
against the gentleman. He appeared 
before me when I was presiding over the 
Court of Claims, and claimed to be a 
Peer, and I informed him that he must 
prove his case before the proper tribunal. 
No one can entertain any doubt as to the 
impropriety of a Judge, or anybody else, 
pronouncing judgment upon a matter 
which has not been heard, and which can 
only be heard by your Lordships’ House. 
I think it extremely improbable, however, 
that the learned Judge actually used the 
words attributed to him, and that the 
misapprehension was due to an error in 
the report. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
past Six o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 8th July, 1904. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Ilford Urban District 


(STANDING 
IN- 


. : Council Bill [Lords]. 
must have been misunderstood or misre- | [ ] 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 
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PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (NO STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :—-De Trafford Estate Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Great Central Railway Bill; London 
County Council (Money) Bill; Plymouth 
Corporation Bill; Wolverhampton Cor- 
poration Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Filey Improvement Bill [Lords]; 
Maidenhead Bridge Bill[{Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Ebbw Vale Urban District Water Bill 
[Lords]; Harrogate Waterworks Tram- 
road Bill [Lords]; Richard Jaeger’s 
Patent Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]; Wishaw Corpora- 
tion Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation Bill; Dunfermline District 
Water Order Confirmation Bill. Con- 
sidered; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday 
next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill[Lords]. Read a second time, 
and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill (by Order). As amended, 
considered; to be read the third time 
upon Monday next. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 10). 
Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 10 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
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parties, they had adjourned until Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Soothill 
Nether Urban District Tramways Bill; 
Doncaster Corporation Bill; Skipton 
Water and Improvement Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments t o— Minehead Urban 
District Council Water Bill [Lords], with- 
out Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘An Act to amend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, 1894 to 1900.” (Merchant Shipping 
Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Bath Rural District, Brynmawr, Chippen- 
ham, Eastleigh and Bishopstoke, Hanwell, 
Southgate Urban District, Tamworth, 
Walton-le-Dale, Watford, and Widnes 
(Amendment). [Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also. a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Ashford (Kent), Ely, Ham, Hexham, 
Horley, Keynsham (Somerset), Kings- 
wood, Newton Abbot (Extension), 
Teignmouth (Amendment), and Walton- 
upon-Thames.” Electric Lighting Pro- 


visional Orders (No. 4) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade, under the Elec- 
tric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to Clevedon, Portishead and Long Ashton, 
Crediton, Devizes, Hampton Wick and 
District, Houghton-le-Spring and District, 
the Maldens and Coombe, Northampton 
and District, Stroud, Nailsworth, and 
Dursley and Trowbridge (Urban), Brad- 
ford-on-Avon (Urban), and Bradford-on 
Avon (Rural). [Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
2U 2 
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the Board of Trade, under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating 
to Bognor Gas, Elham Valley Gas, Elstree 
and Boreham Wood Gas, Finedon Gas, 
and Godalming Gas.” [Gas Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870. relating 
to Rainham Water, Sevenoaks Water, 
Southwold Water, Wetherby District 
Water, and Meldreth and Melbourn 
District Gas and Water.” [Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
Bill. That they request that this House 
will be pleased to give leave to the right 
hon. George Wyndham, Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, a Member of this House, to 
attend, in order to his being examined as 
a Witness before the Select Committee 
appointed by their Lordships in the 
present Session of Parliament on the 
Stabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 
Bill. 


Returns, 


Lords Message, requesting the attend- 
ance of the right hon. George Wyndham, 
considered :— 


And, Mr. Wyndham, in his 
having consented, leave given. 


place, 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
260.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
ot to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
261.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
{No.6) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 262.) 

Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 263.] 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; re- 


{COMMONS} 


Reports, ke. 1088 


| ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 


264.] 


PETITIONS. 


ALKALI WORKS, ETC., BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions against; from Alston; Alvas- 
ton; Bentham; Bridgwater; Bristol 
(two); Burnley ; Copmanthorpe; Creet- 
land; Dairycoates; Denton; Dumfries; 
Eaton; Edenfield; Edinburgh; Ex- 
mouth; Fenton; Frisby; Garndiffaith; 
Garrigill; Gatehouse on Fleet; Great 
Dalby; Hadfield; Halton; Hornsey; 
Hull; Hungarton; Huntingdon; Isle of 
Wight; Lambeth; Lincoln (two); 
Linlithgow ;_ Littletown; Llanidloes ; 
Long Clawson; Marston; Merthyr 
Tydvil; Morpeth; Nenthead ; Newcastle 
on Tyne; Ocker Hill; Oldbury ; Old- 
ham; Partick (two); Pendleton; Ponte- 
band; Pontnewynydd; Rhyl (three) ; 
Rotherhithe ; Seaford; Seaton Delavyal; 
Sewstern ; Sheffield (two); Sidmouth ; 
Sowood; Sproxton; Stainland; Stock- 
ton on Tees; Teesdale; Thornaby on 
Tees ; Thrussington ; Waterhouses (two ) ; 
West Vale; Wingate; and Wysall; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petition from Brighton, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TELEGRAPH (CONSTRUCTION) BILL. 
Petition from Essex, for alteration; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 
Petitions for alteration ; 
Ashford; and Saddleworth ; 
the Table. 


from East 
to lie upon 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Criminal and 
Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 
1903. Part II. Civil Statistics [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
No. 388 (Wei-hai-Wei), Annual Report 
for 1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


IRON ANDSTEEL, 1901. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 6th July; Mr. Gerald Balfour); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 244.] 


HUMANE SLAUGHTERING OF 
ANIMALS. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Admiralty to 
consider the Humane Slaughtering of 
Animals, together with Minutes of Evi- 
dence, Appendices, and Index [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 16th May; Mr. Eugene Watson]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 245.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Use of Site of English Cemetery at Corfu. 

Sirk HENRY FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
a casino has been built on ground 
formerly part of the old English cemetery 
at Corfu, and whether gambling will be 
allowed in such casino; whether the old 
cemetery consisted of a piece of land 350 
yards by 120 yards, and that this land , 
has been conceded to the Greek Govern- 
ment in exchange for a piece of land 
ninety yards by sixty yards; and, if so, | 
what were the reasons for this exchange. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The old 
British cemetery is being laid out as a 
garden, and no casino will be built on the 
site. Gambling is forbidden by Greek 
law. The main reason for ceding the old 
cemetery was that it occupied a very | 
central position, and was a_ serious | 
obstacle to the extension and embellish- | 
ment of the town of Corfu. The area of 
the old cemetery is approximately 197 by 
sixty-seven yards. A space of some. 
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100 by thirteen yards has _ been 
provided in the new cemetery for the 
re-interment of the remains transferred 
from the old. A further space of about 
eighty-two byeighty-two yards is available 
for future British burials, and in addition 
a strip of land amounting to 750 square 
yards has been ceded by the municipality 
in case further space is required. It is 
estimated that the new cemetery is of 
sufficient extent to provide for all inter- 
ments for nearly a century to come. 


Position of Post Office at Kilrea, County 
Antrim. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast 8.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, in view of 
the fact that the post office in Kilrea, 
county Antrim, is now vacant, he will 
consider the public convenience of placing 
it in a more central position than has 
hitherto been the case. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In making 
a new appointment tothe sub-post office 
at Kilrea, I will see that due considera- 
tion is given to the situation of the 
office. 


Qualifications for Post Office Engineering 
Department. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether the 
recent alterations in the examinations for 
the position of second-class engineer were 
under consideration by the Department at 
the time the official witnesses gave evi- 
dence before the Bradford Commission : 
whether, in view of his declaration that 
telegraphists are not excluded from com- 
petition, he will state what steps the 
Department intend taking to give oppor- 
tunities for operating telegraphists in 
their employ to undergo two years train- 
ing ina suitable workshop attached to a 
and will he explain 
the reason for the reduction of the age 
limit, seeing that heretofore practical ex- 
perience in the telegraph service has been 
considered of great advantage to the 
engineering department. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
scheme for throwing open to competition 
| a certain proportion of the vacancies for 
_ second-class engineers was under consider- 
ation at the time referred to. There is 
nothing in the evidence given before the 
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Wages Committee which is inconsistent 
with that scheme. The condition that 
candidates must have undergone at least 
two years training ina suitable workshop 
attached ito a college or University, or 
under a firm of electrical or mechanical 
engineers, applies to candidates for those 
vacancies which will be filled by open 
competition. Officers already in the 
service will be eligible for promotion to 
the much larger number of vacancies which 
will be filled as before, and in this case the 
requirement of two vears training does 
not apply. The limits of age, recently 
fixed, apply to open competition candi- 
dates only. 


Volunteers in the Postal Telegraph 
Service—Leave to Attend Annual 
Inspection. 


Caprarin NORTON (Newington, W.): 


To ask the  Pcstmaster - General 
whether he will explain why the 
arrangements made by the authorities 
at the Central ‘Telegraph Office, 
London, for the purpose of _ per- 


mitting Volunteers employed in that 
department to attend annual regimental 
inspections have been altered this year; 
and whether he will direct that the prac- 
tice of last year shall be reverted to. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The rule 
is that all Volunteers on duty at the time 
of the inspection should be relieved and 
substitutes found for them by the depart- 
ment. No alteration has been made in 
the rule this year. I find, however, that 
some men have applied for much longer 
leave than is necessary to enable them to 
attend the inspection, and this, of course, 
cannot be granted. 


Erection of Small Arms Factory 
in India. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether in view 
of the fact that a factory for small arms 
has been erected,or is in course of erection, 
in India, he will say how much has been 
expended on buildings and plant, and 


what further sums are to be expended | 


on these; and can he state to what 


extent this factory will decrease the | 


necessity of relying on private factories 
for the manufacture of small arms. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The estimated total initial expenditure on 
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the buildings and plant is Rs. 37,50,000, 
The whole of this sum was included in the 
Estimatesfor the years 102-3 and1903-4, 
The actual expenditure has not yet been 
reported by the Government of India. 
The object of establishing this factory is 
to make India to a large extent self-sup- 
porting in the manufacture of small 
arms, and this must to some extent 
diminish the expenditure on supplies 
from private factories. 


Pension of Mr. J.C. Neeson, Late Clerk of 
Belfast Union. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that Mr. J. C. 
Neeson, Jate clerk of Belfast Union, has 
claimed a pension on a salary of 
£1,764 9s. 10d., this being the average of 
the past three years gross receipts as 
officer for clerk of the union, clerk to the 
No. 1 Belfast Rural Council, clerk to the 
Castlereagh Rural Council, compiler of 
the jurors’ lists, compiler of the harbour 
lists, compensation for the loss of office in 
1898 as returning officer for the board of 
guardians, compiler of the Belfast Par- 
liaments lists, compiler of the Belfast 
municipal (women’s) list, and compensa- 
tion for the loss of office as compiler of 
income-tax lists ; and, if so, will he instruct 
the Lecal Government Board to secure 
that the Belfast poor rate will be charged 
only with such sums as pension in such 
offices as clerk of the union and net 
emoluments as deputy registrar which 
properly belong to the Poor Rate Relief 
Acts. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Ireplied 
to a Question on this matter on the 20th 
June.t The Local Government Board is 
not empowered to determine the amount 
of pension payable to Mr. Neeson. The 
guardians, I understand, have decided to 
take the opinion of counsel on the general 
question of Mr. Neeson’s right to pension 
on the gross amount of his salary and 
emoluments in respect of his office as 
clerk of the union. 


War Trophies-—-Alleged Refusal by 
London County Council. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
|in view of the refusal of the London 





' | See (4) Debates., cxxxvi, 493. 











—_— — a! OSS: eS Oh 


wae Ee 


ee ee PY es we 





Labourers 


1093 


County Council to take charge of the 
two guns allotted to London by the War 
Office, he will take steps in conjunction 
with the First Commissioner of Works to 
have them placed in some _ suitable 
public position. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No letter has been received 
from the London County Council refusing 
the guns allotted to that body, but, 
should such a refusal be received, the 
suns would be allotted to some other 
town within the boundary of the Fourth 
Army Corps. 


Epizootic Lymphangitis among Army 
Horses. 

Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that a disease called 
epizootic lymphangitis has been intro- 
duced into this country from South 
Africa by Army horses; and that a large 
number of cases have occurred recently 
at numerous barracks; and whether, 
with a view of preventing its introduction 
into civilian stables, he will withhold the 
sale of cast horses until the disease has 
been stamped out, especially, as owing to 
the incubation period extending to 
several months, horses may be sold in an 
occult stage of the disease, even though 
veterinarily examined on the day of sale. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) It is the case that a disease 
called epizootic lymphangitis has ap- 
peared in this country, and it is believed 
that it was introduced from South Africa. 
394 Army horses have been infected with 
this disease at various stations, of which 
number 254 have been destroyed, 32 have 
recovered, and 108 are still under treat- 
ment. Orders have been given that the 
sale of horses to the public from affected 
units will be withheld for six months 
from the date of the last cas? in that unit. 
I am informed that this action will 
efiectually prevent the introduction of the 
disease into civilian stables. 


Trading Privileges of British-Indians 

in the Transvaal. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if his 
attention has been called to a debate 
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which took place in the Legislative 
Council at Pretoria last Tuesday, in 
which the local Colonial Secretary gave 
an assurance that he intended to introduce 
legislation restricting the trading privi- 
leges at present enjoyed by British-Indian 
traders in the Transvaal, when an Amend- 
ment was adopted urging the local Govern- 
ment to press toa conclusion the negotia 
tions on this subject with the Imperial 
Government; and, if so, will he state 
what steps he proposes to take with 
reference to such intended legislation; 
and whether the legislation in question is 
directed against the subjects of the 
Mikado of Japan as well as against 
British-Indian subjects. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have seen the newspaper telegrams to 
which the hon. Member refers. I am 
not in a position to make any statement 
at present as to the legislation in question. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) 
moved that this Bill be committed 


to the Standing Committee on Trade. 
He said he made this proposal on 
behalf of the Government in order 
that they might have some chance of 
fulfilling the pledges which had been made. 
and on account of the congested state of 
business in the House. He would be out 
of order if he referred to the merits of the 
Bill, or stated what action he would be 
able to take in accepting this or that 
Amendment on it. He might remind 
the House that during the passing of the 
Land Act last year he pledged the 
Government to do all in their power to 
pass a Labourers Bill this yeax. That 
pledge was given quite indifferently to 
hon. Members on either side of the House. 
They joined in a common interest in this 
matter. So far, so good. But the 
Government now found that some hon. 
Members who took a great interest in the 
labourers held that this Bill was almost 
worthless. He should have to demonstrate 


_ the contrary, but it would take time and 


there was no time for that at this stage 
of the session if they tried to deal with 
the Billin Committee of the Whole House. 
What he would suggest was that the Bill 
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should go upstairs to the Standing Com- 
mittee, that the Government should con- 
sider all the Amendments 
discover whether 


they should there 


this could be made a useful measure or 


no. If they did not take that course they 
would waste some of the very short time 
at their disposal, and, by so doing, pre- 
judice the chances of any other Bill to 
which the Government had teen equally 
committed, or committed in evena higher 
degree. He moved this Motion in the 
interest of Members on both sides of the 
House, who were agreed that something 
ought to be done. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order [24th June] for Com- 
mittee be read and discharged, and the 
Bill be committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc.’—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N-) 
said he might be permitted at the begin- 
ning to make a proposal to the Chief 
Secretary, whose reply might very largely 
alter the attitude he and his friends took 
up on this subject. To enter into a dis- 
cussion on the merits or demerits of the 
Bill would, he thought, be out of order. 
He was about to make a proposal the ac- 
ceptance of which would, he thought, 
facilitate the passage of the Bill, and save 
the time about which the Chief Secretary 
was so anxious. There was one section 
of the Bill to which they had the greatest 
objection. It was not necessary to the 
machinery of the Bill that it should re- 
main, and it was distinct from the rest of 
the Bill in its effects on the part of the 
country he and his friends represented. 
Before beginning to discuss the Motion, 
he wished to give the Chief Secretary an 
opportunity of saying how far he was 
prepared to meet them, and to tell him 
that if he would omit Section 13, which 
would entail a loss of £10,000 to Ulster, 
there would be little objection from that 
part of the House to reasonable Amend- 
ments from the other side. He did not 
think this an unreasonable proposal to 
make, and on the manner in which the 
Chief Secretary dealt with it depended 
their attitude on the Motion. He 
observed no sign of assent, and having 
made his proposal—— 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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from | 
either side of the House, and _ that | 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM: [only speak with the 
| leave of the House, but if I indicated to the 
hon. Member the attitude the Government 
is prepared to take on this Amendment, 
all hon. Members who have Amendments 
in which they take interest would be 
entitled to ask similar Questions. I think 
there is a great deal to say on the matter 
raised by the hon. Member and on other 
matters, and I assure the House I shall 
approach the Amendments upstairs with 
a desire to do what is fair to all parties 
interested. 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he 
quite understood the Chief Secretary’s 
position. Still, it would have been 
quite possible for him to meet them 
on this point if he had so desired. He 
himself had held out the olive branch. 
[A Natronatist MemBer: The Orange 
branch.] It had not been accepted. 
He had no option, therefore, but to 
point out to the House the reasons— 
and he thought they were weighty 
reasons—why they should do nothing to 
facilitate the passage of the Bill. The 
Chief Secretary had given as the reason 
for sending the Bill to Grand Committee 
that its passage would be facilitated. 
With regard to what had been said of the 
Bill that was to follow, he thought 
every cat must hang by its own 
tail, and whether the next Bill was 
an Irish, a Scotch, or an English Bill 
was immaterial to the question. The 
Bill was supposed to be the fulfil- 
ment of pledges given not only during 
last session but also in the King’s Speech. 
As far as fulfilling those pledges was con- 
cerned they had no objection to raise. 
The question how tar part of the Bill, not 
in fulfilment of the pledge, was a settle- 
ment of the question was another matter. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now proceeding to discuss whether the 
Bill fultils the pledges given in a previous 
session. That is not in order on this 
Motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he bowed 
to the ruling, but he would point out 
that the Bill was proposed for the pur- 
pose of settling the claims of a very 
large section of the community. This 
he thought a matter for the House of 
Commons itself. He remembered when 
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the Land Act was introduced in 1902, | 
and a similar proposal was made that it | 
should go to a Grand Committee, the 
hon. Member for Waterford, on behalf of | 
those associated with him, indignantly 
rejected such a proposal, and that action 
was, he was bound to say, justified, be- 
cause next year a better Bill was the 
result. He should have liked to have 
heard from the Chief Secretary why a) 
Bill which proposed to solve the land 
question should be dealt with by the 
House, and a Bill which proposed to 
solve the labourers’ question sent to 
Grand Committee. He supposed it could 
not be argued that the claims of one 
section were not so important as 
the claims of the other. Therefore, he 
suggested that, whatever the state of the 
session, the House should keep the Bill 
for discussion. The Chief Secretary 
seemed to think it would be a public 
calamity if the Bill did not become law 
that session. That calamity, however, 
he and his friends could bear with 
equanimity, as would become more and 
more evident to the Chief Secretary as 
the discussion went on, whether the Bill 
was retained in the House or went to 
Committee. What would besaved? The 
Bill would certainly be amended—hon. 
Members opposite said that, though the 
Bill was not a good Bill now, they hoped 
by Amendments they could improve 
it. The Chief Secretary had announced, 
as he did on every occasion of Irish 
debate, his sympathy with all Irish views 
and his readiness to consider such Amend- 
ments from either side as might be 
brought before him. They knew the 
right hon. Gentleman would find him- 
self in Committee with a majority of 
Members opposite, for English Members 
would not attend a Committee 
on an Irish Bill, and they all 
knew what would be the result of the 
Chief Secretary’s sympathies. He 
thought, therefore, it would be very 
undesirable for them, objecting as they 
did to the contentious parts of the Bill, 
to let it get into such a stage. He was 
rather digressing from his argument, | 
which was that the Bill would come back 
amended; and that would involve a. 
day’s discussion in the House. He could 
assure the Chief Secretary that if ever it 


_ got through Grand Committee it would 
| Certainly occupy one day on Report. 
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There was no particular enthusiasm for 
the Bill, and why it should be forced 
through, for really it was forcing it 
through to send it to Grand Committee, 
he could not understand. He could not see 
why the ordinary principles should te 
departed from, and why this matter of 
public legislation should have more than 
the ordinary chance of getting through. 
Another reason why the Bill should not 
go to Committee was that it was a highly 
contentious Bill, containing a proposal 
under which a large sum of money would 
be transferred from one part of Ireland 
to another. Again and again it had been 
urged in the House that they should 
retain in their own hands measures which 
were highly contentious. Moreover, if the 
Bill should be sent to the Grand Com- 
mittee, hon. Members would be entitled 
to debate every line, every word, every 
provision. What that meant they had 
had a forcible example in proceedings on 
another Bill. He only referred to that 
Bill as an example of a contentious 
Bill which the machinery of the Grand 
Committee failed to carry through. If this 
Bill would be equally contentious and 
equally opposed, that was an argument 
against sending it to a Grand Committee. 
It was perfectly obvious that if two or 
three members of the Committee opposed 
the Bill—and he could promise that the 
opposition was not limited to two or 
three Members—after a fortnight the 
Chief Secretary would have to do as a 
brother Minister had done in the case of 
the Bill he had mentioned, namely, ask the 
permission of the Grand Committee to 
withdraw it. The Bill might endure fora 
fortnight before the Grand Committee and 
then the labours of the House would be 
lost. He had no desire to vex or annoy the 
Chief Secretary, but he should like to save 
him from the ignominy of being compelled 
to ask leave of the House to drop this 
darling god-child. He also objected to 
the Bill going to this Committee because 
the Committee was composed of business 
men who were commercial princes. and 
trade magnates, who could not be ex- 
pected to possess a knowledge. indispen- 
sable in this case.of the labourers’ question 
in Ireland. These gentlemen could not 


_be expected to deal with the tangled 


skein of-—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
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argument he would ask permission to be 
allowed to say that this was a lawyers’ 
Bill. He would go farther and say it was 
an Irish lawyers ’Bill--a Bill which could 
only be understood by gentlemen who 
had experience of the working of the 
Labourers Acts in Ireland. In the Grand 
Committee hesupposed that knowledge was 
not over-abundant, and that fact would 
not help to pass the measure. It was also 
unfortunate that a Billinvolving so much 
contention and special knowledge should 
be thrown upon the Grand Committee at 
this time of the session. It really meant 
that the labours of the Committee would be 
futile. It was also a long one, and already 
there were eleven pages of Amendments. 
That showed its contentious nature and 
also the uselessness of sending it to a 
Grand Committee. If it received careful 
attention it would occupy at least a 
month of Parliamentary time. The num- 
ber of Amendments would swell probably 
still more. Sending it to a Grand Com- 
mittee might be regarded as a short way of 
dealing with the Bill, but short cuts were 
not always the shortest way of getting a 
Fill through. There were plenty of pro- 
posals in it on which Members on both 
sides of the House would agree, and he 
would suggest that the contentious sub- 
jects should be omitted and those on 
which there was agreement retained. 
The opposition to the Bill was such that 
the Chief Secretary could not expect to 
see it back from the Committee on Report 
stage under three weeks. But if his 
suggestion were adopted the progress of 
the Bill would be materially hastened. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said that he also belizved that the Bill 
should remain in this House on the 
ground that it contained contentious 
matter. He and his colleagues con- 
sidered it to be their duty to oppose 
the Bill in the most strenuous way they 
could on account of the inclusion of 
Section 13, which robbed the measure of 
any value it might otherwise possess. 
But independent of that section, almost 


every clause contained matters of the) 
greatest importance which should be) 
‘removal of a part of the Bill would take 


thoroughly debated. A great reform was, 
for instance, proposed by transferring the 
powers at present exercised by the Local 
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was not permitted to pursue that line of | 
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Government Board to the county 
councils. They were very inadequate and 


would require very drastic Amendment, 
and for that reason could be much better 
discussed in that House than in Com- 
mittee. There was a very important 
and desirable Amendment dealing with 
the question of simplification of title, and 
which every lawyer in the House would 
admit required the very fullest and most 
careful consideration. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman cannot discuss that 
subject at present. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he only 
meant to discuss the contentious 
subjects generally. Having regard to the 
question of the transfer of power from the 
Local Government Board to the county 
councils, to the technicalties of the 
measure, and to the difficulty of 
dealing with the many points which were 
bound to arise, he maintained that 
that House, and not the Committee, was 
the proper place in which to deal with the 
Bill. Even though there might be a 
consensus of opinion among Irish Mem- 
bers as to the desirability of making the 
changes, he did hope that the 
Chief Secretary would reconsider his 
position on the matter of sending the 
Bill to a Grand Committee. With regard 
to the particular Committee to which it 
was to be sent, he and others objected to 
a Bill of this kind, which was full of legal 
points from beginning to end, being sent 
toa Committee on Trade. The scope of 
this Committee was supposed to be con- 
fined to questions relating to trade, 
manufactures, and shipping. Nobody 
could contend that this Bill came within 
that purview. He trusted the House 
would carefully consider the question 
whether they would do right to agree to 
the Chief Secretary’s Motion. He would 
appeal to the Chief Secretary to meet 
them in the matter of Clause 13. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That matter cannot 


be considered now. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG asked whether 
it would not be in order to say that the 


away a preat deal of the objection which 


several hon. Members had to the measure. | 
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The Bill was contentious and the Chief 
Secretary knew where the contentious 
matter lay. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would assure them that this bone of con- 
tention would be removed, there was no 
doubt that the feeling of opposition to the 
Billamongst Ulster Members would auto- 
matically disappear. They all agreed 
that the Bill was useful, but he believed 
that labourers would not be one whit 
worse off if the Bill were not passed. As 
long as it contained the contentious 
matter he had referred to, the opposi- 
tion to the measure in the Grand 
Committee would be bound to be 
so great that a great deal of valuable 
time would be lost before the Bill 
possibly get through. Was 
the Lill worth all this? Even with the 
best intentions, without erasing a 
great dealin the Bill, and building up a 
new one, they could do very little. There 
were some things which they would be 
glad and willing to see passed into law. 
The contentious matter, however, was so 
great that it was doubtful whether the 
Bill could ever become law. If this 
matter was removed, and only the in- 
nocuous and harmless matter left in, the 
measure might possibly do the labourers 
of Ireland some small good. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) said 
he had the great and unaccustomed feli- 
city of agreeing with his colleagues from 
Ulster; that was to say he agreed 
with them in the conclusions which 
they had reached, but not with their 
arguments. The main objection he had 
to the Bill was in regard to its financial 
provisions, and if the Bill was referred 
to the Standing Committee on Trade or 
Law, it would be perfectly impossible to 
introduce Amendments bearing upon the 
financial question because such Amend- 
ments would be wholly out of order. 
He was a very old Member of the 
Standing Committee, and he had seen 
that ruling given over and over again; 
and if any alteration was to be made in 
the financial clauses of the Bill, the Bill 


} would have to be re-committed to the 


Committee of the Whole House. That 
was his serious objection to the course 
proposed. The hon. and learned Member 
for Antrim had quoted the precedent 


_ of 1902 when the Chief Secretary intro- 


duced a Bill and expressed his willingness 
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to send that Bill to a Standing Committee 
at the end of the session He con- 
tended that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man was not entitled to cite that as a 
precedent for the course now proposed. 
He was abused and held up to opprobrium 
in Ulster for having objected to that 
course being taken on the ground that 
he had spoiled the settlement of the 
question. He did not entertain any ob- 
jection to the Bill per se going to a 
Standing Committee. He would have been 
glad to see it sent toa Standing Com- 
mittee of all the Irish Members, and he 
believed it would have been admirably 
dealt with by such a Committee. Some 
Ulster Members had objected to the Bill 
going upstairs because it contained one 
clause with which they did not agree; 
that was a very weak ground for objec- 
tion. He did not share itand he thought 
the House should not be frightened by 
the bogey held out that the Bill would be 
roughly treated in the Committee. After 
all, they had got to the month of July. 
What he meant to say was that the 
month of July did not conduce to the 
intelligent discussion of Bills upstairs. 
They had had complete proof of that in 
the present week. He knew that his 
opinion was shared to a large extent on 
the other side of the House that this 
was an inadequate Bill. The weak point 
of the Bill was in the financial clause, 
and he did not believe it could be 
amended in the Committee upstairs. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said there was 
precedent for that. It could be done 
by Section 18 of the Act of 1883. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that if that 
was the case it simplified the matter con- 
siderably. But he persisted in his view 
that the financial question could not be 
discussed by the Committee. He did 
not object to Clause 13, or any other 
clause, going to the Committee if it were 
possible to do in the Committee what 
ought to be done with regard to the 
matter of finance. If that could be done 
he would vote for its going upstairs. 
Manifestly this Bill should go to the 
Standing Committee on Law and not 
on Trade. If the Chief Secretary 
could assure him that the question 
of the financial portion of the Bill 
could be thoroughly overhauled in 
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would be entirely removed and _he | tions of the Irish nation. 


would vote for its being committed. 
that could not be done—and he believed ' 


If | 


it could not—he would vote against it. | 


Unless they could deal with the financial 
part of the Bill it was absolutely useless, 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
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Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon, A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds | 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
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Blake, Edward 
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Bond, Edward 
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Burns, John 
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Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
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Coddington, Sir Wiiliam 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnC.R. 
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Davenport, William Bromley 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Donelan, Captain A. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
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| Flower, Sir Ernest 
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Forster, Henry William 

| Furness, Sir Christopher 
Graham, Henry Robert 
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| Grenfell, William Henry 
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| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
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| Horner, Frederick William 
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| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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| Joyce, Michael 
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Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
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Question put 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 223; Noes, 
10. (Division List No. 214.) 


; Lucas, ReginaidJ.( Portsmouth} 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
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Massey- Mainwaring, Hn .W. F. 
| Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) 
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Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Mooney, John J. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murphy, John 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’ Doherty, William 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 

| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury 

\ Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Parrott, William 

| Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Walter R 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Price, Robert John 

| Pym, C. Guy 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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, Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 


| Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
| Wood, James 


A Sullivan, Donal 


4 Clive, Captain Percy A. 
4 Corbett, T. L. (Down North) 
q Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 


Sheehy, David Tuff, Charles 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry | 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 


Wallace, Robert 





Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Charles GE. (Notts.) | 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

' Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 
| Wortley,Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood, 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


NOES. 


| Russell, T. W. 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. | 


TeLLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
William Moore and Mr. 
Lonsdale. 


Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | Sloan, Thomas Henry | 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


IRISH LAND BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and (uestion proposed. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that under ordinary circumstances 
he should have supposed that the right 
hon. Gentleman would have made this 
Motion in a speech to the House. He 
had no right to complain that the right 


hon. Gentleman had taken another 
course. The right hon. Gentleman had 


intimated to him a few moments ago 
his desire to speak at the end of the 





‘upon the Paper. 


debate, and in these circumstances it 
devolved upon him (Mr. Redmond) to 
move the Motion standing in his name 
He moved this Motion 
as the outcome of the decision arrived at 
in a national convention held in Dublin 
a few months ago. That convention 
was an assembly which might fairly be 
said to be representative of the national 
sentiment throughout the whole country. 
These assemblies represented not merely 
branches of the political organisation 





with which the Irish representatives on 
those Benches were identified, but 
all the elected public bodies in Ire- 
and—county councils, district councils, 
nd so forth, all through the country. 
They were representative of the clergy 
of all denominations, or they were | 
open to the clergy of all denominations, | 


jand, therefore, he felt it was only fair ' 





Tollemache, Henry James 


to say that the decision unanimously 
come to by an assembly of that kind was 
a decision representing the overwhelm- 
ing sentiment of the Nationalists of 
Ireland. He therefore moved this 
Resolution as the outcome of that con- 
vention and on behalf of the Irish Nation- 
alist Party in the House of Commons. 


The first thing he desired to say to the 
right hon. Gentleman and the House was 
this. This Motion was not to be taken 
by the right hon. Gentleman or anybody 
else as an expression of hostility or un- 
friendliness to the proper working of 
the Land Act of last year or as indicat- 
ing any departure whatever from the 
attitude they adopted on the Third 
Reading of the Bill at the end of last 
year. This Motion was a protest against 
the action of the Government in so framing 
this Bill as to preclude the possibility of 
discussing those various defects which 
had come to light in the working of the 
former Bill, and in so framing it as to 
limit discussion to one particular drafting 
defect which affected the payment of the 
bonus in certain cases. Now he might 
say thatexactly this time last year, when 
speaking upon the Third Reading, he 
used the following words which he 
hoped he might be forgiven for quoting 
to the House. Hesaid on that occasion— 

“* We cannot remain silent upon this occasion 
lest our critics may say that our silence was 
an indication of our satisfaction with the 
shape in which the Bill stands at this moment, 
and that we accept full responsibility for every- 
thing in it and for its successful working. I 
had better say at once this is not our Bill, it 
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is the Bill of the Government, the responsi- 
bility for it rests not upon us but upon the 
Government. The Bill as it stands is marked 
by defects and omissions which make _ it 
necessary for us to emphasise the fact that 
after all the responsibility is not ours, the 
Bill is the Government’s Bill.” 

He then proceeded to point out 
those various matters in which his friends 
and he considered the measure defective. 
He though the could truly say that upon 
every one of those points the working of 
the Act, so far as it had gone. had proved 
that they were right, and he moved 
this Motion as a protest against this 
manceuvre on the part of the Govern- 
ment whereby they were prevented from 
discussing on this Bill the various defects 
which had come to light and which 
urgently needed amendment. 


The actual proposal in the Bill was 


simplicity itself; it was to rectify 
certain mistakes in the drafting of 
the measure whereby the admitted 


intentions of Parliament had been frus- 
trated. One of those mistakes apparently 
prevented the possibility of payment of 
the bonus in certain cases on the sale of 
untenanted land,and he wished to say that 
nothing that they did or said upon this 
matter should be taken as indicating any 
hostility upon their part to the payment 
of the bonus for the sale of untenanted 
land. On the contrary, they all recognised 
that upon the rapid sale of the grass 
lands of Ireland, upon the rapid dis- 
tribution of those lands in the enlarge- 
ment of uneconomic holdings in the 
country, and in the provision for evicted 
tenants. depended absolutely the settle- 
ment of the most acute phase of the Irish 
land question; and if through that extra- 
ordinary blunder on the part of the 
Government draftsmen, and through the 
extraordinary oversight on the part of the 
Law Officers of the Crown, who had charge 
of the legal portion of this Bill passing 
through the House, a mistake had 
arisen in the wording of the 
measure which destroyed one of the 
chief inducements to promote the sale of 
the grass lands in Ireland then no one 
would dream of taking the responsibility 
of preventing the rectification of that 
mistake. But they believed that the sale 
of the untenanted grass lands of the 
country had not been in the main stopped 
by the mistake. The right hon. Gentleman 
on the preceding night, in the very inter- 
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esting speech that he made, explained that 
so far as the operations of the Congested 
Districts Board were concerned, that mis- 
take did not operate because he told them 
that he and the Board had taken the 
responsibility of undertaking to pay the 
bonus, and that the sale of land up to the 
present, so far as the Congested Districts 
Board was concerned, had proceeded asif 
the mistake had not taken place. And | 
what had been the result? He had not | 
the exact figures, but in the nine months — 
working of the Bill the amount of unten- 7 
anted land purchased by the Congested Dis. 
tricts Board had been lamentably small, | 
and the reason why it had been so very | 
small must be looked for quite apart alto- | 
gether from the mistake in the wording. 
That was exactly what they predicted dur- 
ing the Committee staze last year, and on 
th: Third Reading also they said that 
quite apart from the question of the 
bonus, the measure as it stood would not 
lead to the sale of the grass lands of 
Connaught and the West of Ireland as 
rapidly as was necessary. He said at 
that time— 

“We do not believe the Bill as it stands will 
be able to grapple successfully with the con- 
gested districts question. The constitution of 
the Board is such that we do not believe that 
it has any serious chance of being able to settle 
this question, and I am convinced that in a 
comparatively short space of time the Govern- 
ment will find that the advice which we gave 
them as the result of our experieace, and waich 
they have rejected, must be accepted if this 
question is to be settled.” 
And he said now that the failure ; 
of the Act to break up the grass} 
lands of Connaught was due not to 
the defect with reference to the honus, but 
to an entirely different cause. First of all 
he believed it was due to some extent, 
perhaps to a large extent, to the present 
constitution and policy of the Congested 
Districts Board. Last year they pressed 
strongly upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man the necessity of amending the 
constitution of that Board. But he 
neglected their advice, and he believed 
himself that, until some radical amend- 
ment was made, its work would not 
be carried out with that vigour 
which was essential if this question 
was to be settled in a short space of time. 
But a great deal more important was 
the absence of all compulsory powers in 
the hands of the Board to acquire these 
This was not a question of 
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general compulsory purchase in Ireland. 
It was a limited question which came 
up for discussion in the land conference 
which initiated the Land Bill of last year, 
and there was no difference of opinion at 
that land conference between the repre- 
sentatives of landlords and tenants that, 
sofar as Connaught or the grass lands 
inthe West and Congested Districts of 
Ireland were concerned, compulsory 
were desirable and would be 


1109 


that was the unanimous opinion. The 


opinion had been almost unanimous every- 


where upon the subject. The Board 
itself. as the right hon. Gentleman 
remembered, in 1895 passed a unanimous 
resolution declaring that they could not 
satisfactorily carry on _ their work 
unless they had compulsory powers, and 
he could appeal}to him himself, bezause 
last vear in speaking of this question he 
declined to put compulsory powers into 
his Bill. What was the reason he gave ? 
Not that he thought compulsory powers 
were wrong, but because he thoucht they 
were unnecessary. He said the induce- 
ments to sell under the Bill were so great 
that there would be no difficulty in 
acquiring the grasslands of the West. 
He clearly indicated the view that if 
his anticipation proved to be false and 
the inducements to sell were not sufficient, 
he himself would have no objection to 
the principle of compulsion as applied 
to this particular case. He (Mr. Red- 
mond) and_ his colleagues protested 
against the form in which the Bill was 
drawn, because it prevented any possibility 
of raising the question of compulsory 
powers for the Congested Districts Board, 
and hindered the discussion of questions 
which were operating to prevent the 
successful working of the Act in the West 
of Ireland. 


There were certain features in the 
working of the Land Act, so far as it 
had gone, which undoubtedly were causing 
the gravest possible anxiety, and which, 
in the highest interests of the country, 
ought to be immediately the subject of 
careful consideration and amendment of 
the law. The first—he put it first be- 
cause he believed it was most urgent— 
was the question of the untenanted lands 
and of the enlargement of uneconomic 
holdings. If everything elsein the Act 
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were perfect, if it worked all over the 
country successfully and_ satisfactorily, 
and if this question of the breaking up of 
the grass lands were left out, the land 
question in Ireland would not be near a 
settlement. It was from the question of 
the uneconomic holdings that all the 
trouble, all the misery, all the crime, 
and all the emigration which had been 
caused by the land question had sprung, 
and it was futile to think that any meas- 
ure—even although it worked satisfac- 
torily elsewhere — would settle the Irish 
land war if that portion which related to 
the West of Ireland was unsatisfactory, 
and yet the Government had jockeyed 
them out of the possibility of effectively 
discussing this question, and of proposing 
any amendments in the law which in 


nine months working had been 
proved to be defective. 

The second question which was 
exercising the public mind in Ire- 
land and was causing the gravest 
anxiety, was the question of the 


evicted tenants. Again, he said with 
reference to the evicted tenants’ question 
what he had said with reference to 
Connaught—there could be no settle- 
ment of the Irish land question which did 
not include a settlement of the evicted 
tenants question, and he was afraid the 
Estates Commissioners did not seem to 
realise how much of the success of the 
measure throughout Ireland depended 
upon their attitude with regard to the 
evicted tenants. He wished hon. Gentle- 
men to realise that there could be no 
peace, no settlement, and no end of the 
land war until these men were restored 
to their homes or were given farms els>- 
where. Again, they were absolutely 
precluded from raising any question in 
Committee or any Amendment. But 
perhaps the most widely serious aspect 
of all was the action which had been 
taken by a large section of the Irish 
landlords themselves. He knew that 
the Bill of last year gave full power 
to the Land Commissioners to say 
what was an estate and what was not, 
and they had full power to say to the 
landlord, ‘‘ We will not hold this to be an 
estate and will not allow the sale to go 
through unless you put in along with the 
tenanted land the grass lands which you 
have.” He knew that they had that 
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power; but he knew nothing of the exer- 
cise of that power by them. It would be 
satisfactory to the whole country if the 


right hon. Gentleman would give them | 


an assurance that in cases of that kind 
the Estates Commissioners would decline 
to define as an estate any portion of 
tenanted land brought in where the land- 
lord refused to sell the grass lands in 
his possession. They had knowledge of 
cases in which there had been a refusal to 
restore evicted tenants to their holdings, 
and they had particularly a case in which 
Lord Lansdowne had absolutely refused 
to consider the question of the restoration 
of an evicted tenant. His was not the 
case of an ordinary landlord. He was a 
member of the Government, the Leader 
of the House of Lords, and a member of 
the Government also that promoted the 
Land Act, and one of the landlords who 
approved of the land conference. Last 
vear an Amendment was moved in the 
House of Lords by the Earl of West- 
meath, the object of which was practically 
to destroy the evicted tenants’ clause in 
the Bill. That was resisted by the 
Government, and Lord Lansdowne said— 

“If this Bill had in his eyes one recommen- 
dation more than another it was that they saw 
in it the possibility of the restoration of 
peace and goodwill between landlords and 
tenants in Ireland. Surely, 


added Lord Lansdowne, 


the Earl of Westmeath and Lord Barry- 
more must know that this provision for 
the restoration of the evicted tenants, or their 
representatives in suitable cases, to the holdings 
which they once oecupied was an essential 
element in the compromise; and that if that 
element had been excluded the Bill might not 
at that moment be on the Table of the House 


at all.” 

That statement was quite inconsistent 
with the action which had been, as far as 
he knew, rightly attributed to Lord 
Lansdowne, and it was rather a serious 
matter when an example of that kind 
was set by a person representing the 
Government, and who himself was one of 
the authors of the Bill. Further than 
that, there unquestionably was on foot in 
many parts of Ireland an attempt by 
certain landlords to force their tenants to 
buy on terms fixed by the landlords 
themselves, by calling up the hanging 
gale, and by proceeding for old arrears, 
That was a most deplorable thing if it 
were true. He took his information not 
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only from the Press, but from his 
colleagues, who came there and spoke of 


what they knew in their own districts, 


Their statement was that hanging gales, 
some of which had been in existence since 
the famine, had been suddenly called up 
—in many cases simply to bring pressure 
to bear on the tenants to agree to any 
terms the landlord might propose. The 
result was that over a large portion of 
Ireland there was friction, and he was 
afraid there was trouble brewing; and 
just as the hopes and anticipations 
aroused by the Act of last year were great 
so would the trouble be serious and deep 
if those hopes were disappointed. Yet 
the Government, in face of that state of 
things, refused the Irish Members an op- 
portunity on this Bill of discussing Amend- 
ments to the Act which had been shown to 
be necessary by the working of the last 
nine months. In taking that course, in 
his judgment, the Government was act- 
ing with unheard-of folly. The Irish 
Party’s attitude towards the measure had 
not changed. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo said last year— 

“This Bill leaves the House with the good- 
will of the Irish Party, and with a pledge from 
us that we will give it fair play, with an honest 
desire, according to our lights, to make it work.” 

That was their attitude then; it had 
been their attitude since; it was their 
attitude now. But they felt bound to 
protest against being deprived of the 
opportunity of a full and free discussion 
of those defects which experience had 
shown was marring the working of the 
Act, and of proposing Amendments which 
experience had proved to be neces- 
sary if the measure was really to secure 
the beneficent results to which they all 
looked forward last year. For these 
reasons he moved the Motion standing in 
his name. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, E.) 
in seconding the Amendment, said it 
embodied the conclusion unanimously 


adopted at the recent National 
Convention, and might therefore be 
regarded as practically the man- 


date of the Irish people. The object 
of the Government Bill was merely to 
remedy certain defects in the drafting of 
the Land Act of last year, and, therefore, 
it was, of course, a matter of far more 


concern to the landlords than to the | 
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tenants. At the. same time this Bill, 
under ordinary circumstances, would be 
useful and would have the support of 
Irish Members, because it would be very 
desirable to facilitate the working of the 
Land Act if only for the sake of the 
restoration of evicted tenants to their 
homes. But, under existing conditions 
and in view of the exorbitant prices 
demanded by Irish landlords, he thought 
it extremely doubtful whether 4t was 
desirable to accelerate the present pace. 
It was intended that the tenants should 
gain at least some advantage from the 
bonus; but experience showed that the 
bonus had only served to increase the 
price of land. It seemed to have whetted 
the appetites of the Irish landlords. The 
Chief Secretary seemed to measure the 
success of the Act by the number of 
sales that had been effected. He 
ventured, however, to think that the 
real point was whether the tenants were 
getting value for their money. If the 
terms on which the sale of land was 
taking place were equitable and just, the 
more speedily the land was transferred 
from the landlords to the tenants the 
better; but. on the other hand, if the 
tenants were paying more than the 
market value of the land, each transaction 
increased the risk of the Irish ratepayers, 
because undoubtedly it must place an 
undue burden upon the purchaser. The 
whole question turned upon the point 
whether the terms were fair or unfair, 
safe or unsafe. 


What had happened during the 
past twelve months to boom the 
price of land in Ireland? While 


prices had gone up the value of Irish 
land had steadily gone down. ‘That 
appeared to be a very unnatural situation. 
He was able to speak from personal 
experience and knowledge of the subject, 
because he was a practical Irish farmer, 
and although most of the land which he 
farmed was his own property, and no 
jand in Ireland was farmed better, he 
found it more difficult each year to make 
any profit whatever. This was owing 
undoubtedly to increasing foreign com- 


petition and to the increasing cost 
of production. What, then must be 
the condition of farmers who were 


struggling to pay heavy annual instal- 
ments? He considered their situation 
most serious, and that fact ought to 
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be recognised by the Chief Secretary. 
The terms would be too high even if the 
rents were fair rents; but how could 
judicial rents be fair when they were all 
fixed by landlords and not by tenants ? 
The Attorney-General for Ireland had 
never packed an Irish jury as the present 
Government and the landlords between 
them had packed the Irish Land Com- 
mission. The question might be asked, 
why did the tenants agree to phy pre- 
posterous prices? He thought the chief 
reason was, as his hon. and learned friend 
had pointed out, that the last disastrous 
year left them at the mercy of the land- 
lords’ combination because, although there 
were exceptions, the vast majority of the 
landlords in Ireland refused to recognise 
the disastrous losses their tenants suffered 
last year and pressed for the last 
penny of rent. Consequently the tenants 
very naturally took refuge in purchase at 
almost any price. The tenants were 
tempted to do this because under the 
Land Act of last year they were able to 
add the current year’s rent to the 
purchase money and that no doubt 
gave them some temporary relief. He 
was afraid that in many cases the Irish 
tenants had clutched at this privilege as 
a drowning man clutched at a straw. 
The object of the landlords’ combination 
had been to force up the price of Irish 
land to a fictitious value, and unfortun- 
ately that object had been attained. 
As the Chief Secretary knew very well, 
the current prices were far in excess of 
the prices paid under previous Acts, and 
in many cases they were far in excess of 
the prices of farms recently sold by the 
official inspectors and even by the land- 
lords thems2lves. Therefore he thought 
it was absolutely essential to revert to 
the old system of inspection in order to 
safeguard the interests of the tenants. 


As an illustration of how the present 
system was working in Ireland perhaps 
he might be allowed to mention asa case 
in point the instance of the Edlin tenants 
in his own constituency. Last winter 
he offered the landlord on behalf of these 
tenants twenty-two years purchase of 
second-term rents but that offer was 
curtly refused and under threats of 
pains and penalties the landlord 
demanded an impossible price and the 
immediate payment of all rent due. 
The tenants having offered the utmost 
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farthing they could afford to pay very 
properly stood firmly to their offer, and 
what the result. On Saturday last, just 
as these farms were being put up for sale 
by the sheriff of the Court, the 
landlord yielded to firmness what he had 
denied to justice and fair play and 
accepted the terms which he (the hon. 
Member) had_ offered six months 
ago. In this instance, all had gone 
well, and “‘all’s well that ends well.” 
For this, however, the tenants had only 
to thank themselves. He thought the 
Irish tenant should be able to obtain 
justice without having to fight for it. 
For himself he had always been in favour 
of the Land Conference policy. He had 
invariably found tenants not only willing 
but anxious to meet their landlords in a 
liberal and generous spirit, but he re- 
gretted to say that he had very seldom 
found that spirit reciprocated by the 
landlords. He thought the time had 
come when this question should be looked 
in the face and if some change was not 
made, and very soon made, in the direc- 
tion indicated in this Amendment it was 
very doubtful whether the Act of last 
year might not result in disaster instead 
of proving a blessing to the country. 
Compulsion was the only remedy and 
it had been recognised as the only real 
solution of the question. He begged to 
second the Motion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word, ‘ That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
‘no measure dealing with the Amendment of 
the Irish Land Act of 1903 can be accepted as 
satisfactory which deals only with facilitating 
Trish landlords in obtaining the bonus, and 
which provides no remedy for the grave defects 
of that Act affecting Irish tenants, particularly 
the creation of a system of zones leading to the 
unjust inflation of prices, and the absence of 
provisions for the compulsory acquisition of un- 
tenanted land essential for the enlargement. of 
holdings, the restoration of evicted tenants, 
and the fiaal settlement of the Irish land 
question’ instead thereof.” — (Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


Question proposed, * That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) said that 
all along thetenants had been most anxious 
that the Land Act should work smoothly 
and rapidly and they had been most 
anxious to meet the landlords fairly. 


Captain Donelan. 


{COMMONS} 
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Speaking as one who had had a good deal 
of experience in one part of Ireland during 
the past nine months upon this question 
he had no hesitation in saying that that 
feeling had not been reciprocated by the 
landlords as a rule. He thought the 
hon. and gallant Member who had just 
spoken might have emphasised his argu- 
ment in regard to the case he had alluded 
to by stating that that very property was 
actually offered at a lower price to the 
tenants—at a lower number of years pur- 
chase —before there was any talk of pur- 
chase. The unfortunate thing in regard 
to this bonus which was based upon the 
security of Irish funds and Irish rates 
was that instead of assisting the tenants 
it had been diverted to stimulate and raise 
the price to be paid for the land by the ten- 
ants. Nobody who had watched the course 
of events since November last could deny 
that the Amendment and the arguments 
used by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford were the very quintessence 
of moderation. The tenants naturally 
expected some share of this bonus and 
had thought that it would make their 
terms of purchase easier, but they were 
mistaken. He challenged any representa- 
tive of the landlords, or any landlord. to 
give one single case in which a_ tenant 
had asked for a penny or a single farthing 
of the bonus. There was property in his 
constituency which was valued at nine- 
teen years purchase under the Ashbourne 
Acts for which the landlords were now 
asking twenty-two and _ twenty-three 
years purchase together with the bonus, 
That was a most unlooked for state of 
things. In this case appetite grew by 
what it fed on. The landlords’ appe- 
tite had been spoken of as having been 
whetted, but in his opinion it had now 
become voracious. In the case he had 
mentioned the landlord was looked upon 
as one of the most generous landlords, 
but under the stimulus of this bonus 
his property had gone up to the most 
preposterous prices and what was in- 
tended as a blessing to the tenants had 
turned out to be a curse. Unless the 
reforms suggested in the Amendment 
were carried out a settlement of the 
land question was impossible. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said that the introduction ot 
the Land Bill last year led them 
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to hope that a final and satisfactory 
settlement of the Irish land problem 


would have been arrived at. 
During the past century that 
question had prevented proper 


attention being given to other great 
questions, such as education, industrial 
improvement, and the housing of the 
working classes, which had been awaitinz 
settlement, and naturally they were 
delighted at the prospect opened up. 
He recognised that the Chief Secretary 
had done everything in his power, 
with the forces behind him, to settle 
the whole of this difficult question. 
3ut having watched the administration of 
the Land Act during the past nine or ten 
months, he was bound to say that the 
hopes then formed were far from being 
realised. The blame did not rest with 
the Irish farmer, who was anxious to do 
everything in his power to become the 
owner of his land. But in Ireland land 
was not fetching its market value but a 
monopoly value, and even greater than a 
monopoly value. During the last eighteen 
years in which the Irish Land Acts had 
been in operation £22,000,000 worth 
of land had been transferred from 
landlords to tenants, and the average 
price had been not more than seventeen 
years purchase of the rental—the highest 
price not being more than twenty-one 
vears purchase. It might be said that 
the system of agrarian agitation pursued 
by the Irish people was the cause of the 
landlords selling at so low a price, and 
that the Irish people had no regard to 
the rights of property. He denied that. 
Sir Alfred Milner, giving evidence before 
the Commission on the Depreciation 
of Land Values in 1897, said that 
the value of JIrish land had _ enor- 
mously decreased, and that the value 
of English land had in the same period 
decreased from thirty years to eighteen 
years ptrchase in Schedule A of the 
income-tax returns. Sir Robert Giffen, 
and every other witness before the 
Commission said the same thing. 


On the passing of the Land Act, the 


tenants of the estates in his own 
constituency formed a committee 
of advice and showed that they 


were only too anxious to do every- 
thing in their power, consistently with 
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fairly and reasonably, and had shown 
their willingness, not only to give the 
market value, viz., seventeen years pur- 
chase, but to give two years purchas> 
more than neighbouring landlords had 
received under the former land purchase 
Acts—in addition to which the landlords 
would have got three years purchase by 
way of bonus. The Irish tenants 
had gone further than _ their 
own safety entitled them to go im en- 
deavouring to meet the landlords. 
The landlords, had. however. disappointed 
the hopes of men who thought they 
would do something for the country 
they had robbed for centuries. 
They had shown themselves hopelessly 
incompetent to meet the overtures 
made to them by the Irish tenants. 
If the landlords’ demands were to be 
accepted, the children and the grandchil- 
dren of the Irish tenants would be ruined, 
and Jreland would be in a_ condition 
of national bankruptcy. It was true 
that the tenants could not compel the 
landlords to sell; but it was not true 
that the landlords could not compel the 
tenants to buy. He had received a letter 
signed by ten of his constituents stating 
that between March, 1903, and January, 
i904, they had paid three gales of rent, 
and that they had been asked in the first 
week of April for a fourth gale. That 
fourth gale was the hanging gale which 
had never been previously demanded. 
Those unfortunate tenants were being 
persecuted in this manner  notwith- 
standing the scarcity of food and fuel, 
and after a bad harvest, in order to 
drive them to purchase. 


The landlords contended that they 


ought to receive an amount which, 
if invested in trust funds, would 
produce their present net income. 


They were, however, pushing their de- 
mands a little too far. He challenged 
any landlord in Ireland to produce books 
which would show that his net income 
was 90 per cent., or even 70 per cent. of 
his gross income. If the landlords were 
prepared to sell at a price which would 
produce their genuine net income he 
would not object; but why should they, 
of all landlords in the world, demand 90 
per cent. of their gross income. Accord- 
ing to the Agricultural Depression Com- 
mission of 1897, the net income of the 


their own safety, to meet the landlords | landlords in this country was only 51 
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per cent. of their gross income. The 
English landlord had markets at his 
door; and yet his net income was only 
51 per cent. of his gross income. The 
landlords on the western coast of Ireland, 
however, demanded 90 per cent. of their 
gross income. That was perfectly mon- 
strous and absurd. ‘The Irish tenant 
had shown his desire to facilitate the 
transfer of the land. The Irish landiords 
had, however, been true to their history ; 
and would not be satisfied with what 
their colleagues in this country would 
accept. It had been said that the land- 
lords were ready to help in a settlement ; 
but he would ask how many evicted 
tenants, who had been living in squalor 
and misery, had been reinstated? There 
were over 400 evicted tenants in Kerry: 
and during the nine months the Act had 
been in operation not one of them had 
been reinstated. Neither had the Estates 
Commissioners taken any step in that 
direction. It was the duty of the Irish 
Members to secure justice for these men. 
One landlord in his constituency, Lord 
Ventry, had refused to sell at any price. 
50 per cent. of his tenants were future 
tenants; and they had to continue to 
pay the old rack rents. They could not 
even have fair rents fixed. Having 
regard to all these conditions, it was 
time that the House took action in the 
interests of future tenants. He sincerely 
hoped—though he supposed the hope 
was vain—that the Irish landlords would 
at last consider the interests of their 
country, having regard to the advantages 
which the Act conferred on them and 
enable the Irish tenants to purchase 
their holdings at fair prices. 


*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) did 
not suppose that any Irish Member— 
Unionist or Nationalist—was entirely 
satisfied with the Land Bill which had 
been brought in by his right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary. They all thought that 
it was too small, and that many points 
which might usefully hae been dealt with, 
had been omitted from it. He believed, 
forexample, that besides dealing with the 
bonus, the Chief Secretary would have 
done well to make an effort to remove 
another obstacle to land purchase. He 
referred to the cost of proving title of 
superior interests, which were now thrown 
upon the selling landlord. These superior 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 
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interests were much thicker than was 
cenerally supposed. Where they existed 
it was seldom that a landlord who was 
willing to sell could make any calculation 
as to what he might get in the end; be- 
cause he could form no idea as to the 
cost of proving the titles of perhaps two 
or three superior interests of which he 
might have had no previous knowledge 
whatever. This uncertainty was deterring 
many landlords from selling their estates, 
and he could not help thinking that there 
was no greater hardship in compelling 
the owners of superior interests to bear 
the cost of proving their own titles than 
there was in making the selling landlord 
prove his title at his own expense. That 
was but one of many minor difficulties 
which would have to be dealt with in 
another amending Bill if the Land Act 
of last year was to be completely success- 
ful. He did not think that the limited 
character of the Bill before them was a 
sufficient reason for its rejection. It 
would serve a useful purpose by facilitat- 
ing sales, and therefore he would give it 
his support. He did not agree with the 
suggestion which was contained in th: 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Waterford that it was merely a landlords’ 
Bill. The purpose of the measure was to 
expedite sales under last vear’s Act, by 
making clear what was the evident inten- 
tion of Parliament in regard to the distri- 
bution of the bonus. ‘Therefore, it 
was designed as much in the interests of 
the tenant farmers as of the landlords; 
and ‘t was for that reason he should vote 
for the Second Reading. 


1120 


The hon. Member for Waterfordappeared 
to desire to upset the entire scheme of last 
year’s Act and throw the whole question of 
land purchase once more into the melting 
pot. He could not think that such a 
course would be in the interests of the 
tenant farmers of Ireland; and _ he 
regretted that the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber had proposed an Amendment which 
could not fail to encourage agitation and 
discourage those friendly negotiations 
upon which the sccess of any scheme of 
voluntary land purchase must depend. 
No one regretted more than he did the 
attitude which had been adopted by some 
of the landlords in Ulster. He noticed 
that at a recent meeting of the Landlords’ 
Convention it was argued that Ulster 
landlords should get a better price for 
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their land because the security was better. | 
But the landlords did not create the. 
security. The security was good because 

the people were frugal, industrious, 

law-abiding and honourably mindful of 

their just obligations. To contend that 
because tenant farmers had paid rent 

regularly and without giving trouble they 

should now be expected to give a higher 

price for their land was—he ventured to 

say — altogether unreasonable. The 

attempt of some landlords to put a money 

value upon the sentiment of ownership— 

which they were called upon to relin- 

quish under the Act—could not be 

justified; these were simply passing 

phases of a great movement of reform. 

He, for one, did not take a gloomy view 

of the future of the Land Act. On the 

contrary, considering the short time it 

had been in operation, he thought the 

results were very encouraging. He ad- | 
mitted there was a danger of the extrem- | 
ists on both sides bringing about a state of | 
deadlock. He felt confident, however, that | 
the good sense of the tenant farmers would 

prevail on the one hand to bring about 

the maintenance of a reasonable spirit ; 

while on the other hand he had no, 
doubt that Parliament would, if neces- 

sary, grant compulsory powers of pur- 

chase—to be applied in the case of land- 

lords who, in spite of every inducement, | 
refused to sell their estates. As the) 
House knew, he was an advocate of com- 

pulsory purchase--as a last resource. He 

had voted for compulsion in the House, | 
and he should be prepared to do so again 

should it be found necessary to introduce 

such a measure to complete land pur- 

chase. He believed, however, that a 

premature agtation for compulsion would 

simply delay the establishment of the 

system of occupying ownership of agri- 

cultural land in Ireland. The Land Act 

of last year must have a fair chance. 

Parliament could assist its operation by 

removing obstacles to negotiation where 

they were shown to exist. It would—in 

his opinion—be a great mistake to make 

any violent change, at this stage, in the 

principles or the methods of last year’s | 
Act; and, therefore, he trusted the House 

would reject the Amendment of the | 
hon. Member for Waterford and agree to | 
the Second Reading of the Bill. 
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*Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.) said he 


rose with considerable hesitation and a 
full sense of his responsibility as a Mem- 
ber of that House, and as the repres2nta- 
tive of South Kildare, not only to support 
the Motion of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford but also to oppose 
the Bill of the Chief Secretary. ‘Those 
who had been present at the land debat’s 
in that House in the previous year must 
have been impressed by the fact that the 
chief case the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary made out for the neces- 
sity of the Land Act was the state of th> 
congested districts in Connaught. Let 
hon. Members refer to what had been 
done in the way of removing the conges- 
tion and restoring evicted tenants in 
Connaught. He defied anyone to say 
that the Act had been anything but an 
abject failure. It had neither relieved 
congestion nor restored evicted tenants. 
A good deal of criticism had been passed 
upon the Congested Districts Board be- 
cause they had not bought up untenanted 
lands in Connaught and distributed them 
among the people, but it was neither fair 
nor honest to put the whole blame upon 
them, because they had been unable to 
purchase untenanted land. The moment 
the Land Act became law the landlords 
demanded of Mr. Doran, the repres2ntativ« 
of the Congested Districts Board in these 
matters, the unreasonable price of thirty 
or forty years purchas2 and the Congested 
Districts Board should not be blamed be- 
cause they refused to pay this exorbitant 
price for land which, before the passing of 
the Land Act, the landlords would have 
been glad to sell at sixteen or eighteen 
years purchase. 


The land in Connaught rose and full 
in value in sympathy with the price 
of land in Kildare, Meath, Dublin, 
and the best parts of Ireland. He 
frankly admitted he did everything he 
could to prevent his own constituents 
from giving twenty-five years purchase 
on second-term rents, because he believed 
that twenty-five years purchas? on second- 
term rents reduced twelve and a half per 


cent. on tirst-term rents was not a sound 


bargain. Conditions were too onerous to 
enable the tenants to pay that price for 
sixty-eight-and-a-half years and to pay 
their instalments punctually and with 


/reyularity. In 1888, when agricultural 








1123 Irish 


produce was worth much more than it | 
was at the present time and when the 
financial position of the tenant farmer 
was much better and stronger than it | 
was to-day, the best land was sold for | 
eighteen years purchase; now, with the 
existing state of affairs in Ireland and 
in view of the agricultural prices 
which existed, who co.ld say that 
twenty-five years purchase on second- 
term rents was a sound investment! If 
twenty-five years purchase on second 
term rents was the fair price to pay now, 
surely those men who in 1888 purchased 
land at eighteen years purchase under 
former Acts, and who had received one 
decadal reduction in their rents, were 
going to receive another, and would very 
soon have a third—surely those people 
ought to be rich. If, however, hon. Mem- 
bers went among those who purchased in 
1888 in Kildare on a portion of the Leinster 
property, or if they went to the banks to 
see if their bank balances had increased 
since 1888, they would find that not only 
had their bank balances not increased but 
those who were able to do so were only 
too glad to show the same balance in 
1904 as they were in 1888. 


This was a matter that affected England 
as much as Ireland. He never entered 
into the Irish land agitation for the simple 
purpose of improving the Irish tenant’s 
position, but because he thought it was a 
step towards Home Rule ; he believed that 
once the Irish tenant farmer became a free 
man he would be a far stronger Home 
Ruler than ever he had been before. The 
bargains that had been arrived at in 
Kildare, where they had twenty-six years 
purchase without the bonus and nearly 
twenty-nine with the bonus, had been 
brought about in this way. The induce- 
ment in every case was the fact that one 
year’s rent was forgiven and in some 
cases an extra half year’s rent would 
be taken off the arrears and added to. 
the purchase money. The mere fact that 
they were in arrear with their rent, 
although they had second-terms rents, was | 
proof positive that farming was anything 
but a paying business in Kildare, and | 
they required large reductions in rent 
if they were to meet their engagements. | 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that | 
fifty evicted tenants had been reinstated by 
individual landlords and twenty-three by | 
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the Estates Commissioners, that large 
amounts had been given in grants, and 
other moneys had been advanced by way 
of loan, but the question he desired to 
ask was, had the Estates Commissioners no 
power to approach a grabber who was in 
possession of an evicted tenant’s holding, 
who was willing to give up the holding 
if he was given compensation, and allow 
the evicted tenant to negotiatewith his for- 
mer landlord ? Those were two important 
points which he should like to have cleared 
up. Ireland was anxious to know, and 
he hoped it would know from an authori- 
tative source like the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary, what the exact 
powers of the Estates Commissioners were. 
Had they any powers at all, except to 
advance money, as they had done in the 
case of the Coolgreaney estate" Was that 
the full extent of their powers? Because, 
if so, this Bill would not settle the evicted 
tenants’ questions. In ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred the evicted tenants 
had no wish to be transplanted; thev 
wanted no other land than that 
farm from which they had been evicted. 
All that every evicted tenant wanted was 
to be restored to the holding upon 
which he had been born and brought up, 
and where his forefathers had lived be- 
fore him. It was the old associations 
which the evicted tenants wanted restored 
more than anything else, and when the 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh got up and spoke of the heart- 
strings of the Irish landlords being broken 
by having to part with their beloved 
tenints. whom for years they had de- 
nounced as rogues and vagabonds, he 
would ask those hon. Gentlemen to con- 
sider the broken-hearted condition of the 
evicted tenants. The evicted tenants did 
not want this land question to remain for 
ever open, and in order that a settlement 
might be arrived at, where they could 
not be reinstalled, they were willing to 
go on to other farms of approximately 
the same size as those from which they 


had been evicted, but, as he had said, 


their hearts’ desire was to be restored to 
Their silence on the 
last Land Bill had not been properly 
considered in this light. It had been 
regarded as cowardice; but there was 
a limit to human endurance, and, if the 
right hon. Gentleman continued to deal 
with this matter in the dilettante fashion 














1125 Trish 
in which he had been dealing with it, 
before he left the Irish Office his eyes and 
ears would be opened on the general 
question of land purchase. 


The right hon. Gentleman had stated 
that the real security for the financial 
success of these transactions of land 
purchase was the difference of 20 per 
cent. between the future annuity and 
the second-term rent. He believed that 
was too slender a margin on which to 
build up the prosperity of Ireland for the 
next sixty-eight-and-a-half years. He 
wanted to see the Irish race raised out 
of the slough of despond in which they had 
been for so many years, and he thought 
that in all likelihood that this 20 per cent., 
especially on the large tillage farms of Ire- 
land, would beeaten up by the increased 
price of labour. He believed that the 
Irish agricultural labourer in almost every 
instance in the past had not had sufficient 
remuneration for his labour, and 
it was because of that fact that 
they had left the country in such large 
numbers. They would never, in his 
opinion, succeed in keeping ambitious 
or intelligent labourers in Ireland un- 


less the wages approximated some- 
what to the wages earned in other 
countries. The average price paid 
for Irish land since the passing of 
the Land Act was twenty-one years 


purchase of first - term rents and 
twenty-three years purchase of second- 
term rents. The price had gone up 
in practically the same ratio as_ the 
price of agricultural produce had gone 
down. Irish land was one of the worst 
securities in the world. Yet it was bring- 
ing a much higher price than ground- 
rents in the best part of Dublin. That was 
a most anomalous state of affairs. It 
was a thing beyond his comprehension 
that the landlord should get more because 
the farmer earned less. He was told that 
the rate of interest on the annuity being 
3+ per cent., instead of 4 per cent., as 
under the Ashbourne Acts. would enable 
the tenant farmer to give a _ greater 
number of years purchase, but the decadal 
reductions under the former system were 
worth 20 per cent. Under this Bill there 
was no provision for decadal reductions. 
He submitted that the purchasers under 
this Act should be in the same position 
as the men who purchased under the 
Ashbourne Acts. It was because the 
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acceptance of these terms gave him some 
temporary relief, because it put off the 
evil day for another year or two, that the 
tenant agreed to them. He would like 
to know of an English landlord who got 
twenty-six years purchase for agricultural 
land. There would be a great many 
English landlords who would be only too 
glad to get it. 


It was because he was convinced 
that the transactions that had taken 
place under the Land Act were un- 
sound financially that he should vote 
against this Bill. He could well remember 
that in his younger days he was fond of 
buying penny books which graphically 
described the exploits of such men as 
Grant and Frieney, two well-known 
highwaymen, who robbed the people of 
the country to their hearts’ content, until 
friendly police appeared on the scene and 
drove them off. Well, he ventured to 
think that these men were not much 
worse than some of the Irish landlords 
to-day. He was justified in saying that, 
because under the Land Act, by the 
system of zones which took away the 
safeguard of inspection, they had got rid 
of the friendly policemen whose duty it 
was to beat off the hereditary plunderer. 
The Irish Members now asked that the 
system of inspection should be restored. 
Who were the iispectors appointed 
under previous Purchase Acts? They 
had been entirely taken from the land- 
lord classes; they were landlords’ sons, 
sons of landlords and land agents, and 
they over and over agiin reported that 
the prices agreed on were too high and 
did not give sufficient security to the 
Treisury. It was because he honestly 
believed these things that he would, 
with his whole heart, vote against the 
Bill. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
he had listened with great satisfaction to 
the moderate speech of the Leader of the 
Nationalist Party. Personally he looked 
upon the breakdown of the Act as a 
temporary phase, and he agreed that in 
dealing with any measure of the magni- 
tude of the Land Act time and fair play 
must be given before judging the results ; 
He for one had never expected complete 
and immediate results from a Land Pur- 
chase Act which necessarily contained 
many ramifications and ,was intended to 
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apply to all time. He entirely agreed 
with the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford also, that so far as 
the question of the untenanted land was 
concerned, so far as the evicted tenants 
were concerned, and so far as the question 
of the enlargement of the holdings 
was concerned—and these were very large 
items indeed—there had been a temporary 
breakdown, giving room for the gravest 
disappointment and for resolute action on 
the part of the Government, and of that 
House. if necessary. The breakdown, as 
regarded all three points, was largely 
ow'ng to the decision of Mr. Justice Ross 
on the question of the bonus; that in his 
opinion was a most unfortunate decision. 
Of course, the Estates Commissioners now 
could not buy untenanted land with- 
out being ready to pay the bonus and 
Mr. Justice Ross had the satisfaction of 
having practically arrested one of 
the most philanthropic and beneficent 
parts of the whole Act. It was 
because he saw in the Bill a 
peremptory method of reversing that 
decision and allowing the Act to have free 
course that he welcomed a debate on the 
whole question. Those of them who had 
been in the House ever since the first Land 
Purchase Act came into operation and 
could look back, for instance, to the Act of 
1885, were aware that during nineteen 
vears, as the result of the Acts, £22,000,000 
had been spent on land purchase in Ire- 
lard. The present Land Act had been in 
operation for eight months, and they heard 
from the Chief Secretary that applications 
to the extent of £8,(00,000 had already 
been before the Estates Commissioners. 
It was perfectly impossible for land re- 
formers in Ireland or out of it to ignore 
that fact,and in his opinion it gave promise 
of a great future for this question. 
[A Nationatist Memper: What about 
the prices !] He did not think this was 
a debate on which Members ought to speak 
without forethought, and hopes should 
not be raised or dashed by their discus- 
sion. The issues were much too serious 
forthat. They had not only had the facts 
he had mentioned from the Chief Secretary 
but they had had the other fact that ne- 
gotiations were going on all over the 
country, and estates coming in to the 
Commissioners every day in large num- 
bers, which also gave them a ground for 
hope. 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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Now he came to the question of the 
prices, and he was exceedingly glad to 
see the hon. Member for North Antrim 
in his place, for he had something 
to say in regard to that Gentleman’s 
negotiations with his tenants. So far as 
second-term rents were concerned the av- 
erage price paid under what was known 
as Wyndham’s Act was twenty-three-and- 
a-half years purchase. That was the 
average price as shown by the returns 
which had come in, and he was prepared 
to tell any one to clos» with 20 per cent. 
reduction in addition to the reduction of 
38 per cent. already effected, for he hal 
consistently told his constituents in 
Ulster that such terms could not be 
deemed to be a bad bargain. The real 
difficulty was not here, but with respect 
to first-term rents and non-judicial 
tenancies. Landlords had made hay of 
the Act so far as those tenancies were 
concerned. The Land Conference had 
been assailed, but he believed no body of 
men ever did a better day’s work for 
Ireland. The Conference proposed a 
certain reduction on second-term rents, 
with a fair equivalent for first-term rents 
and non-judicial tenancies. Instead of 
giving that, the landlords were doing 
nothing of the kind, first-term rents 
bringing much too high a price when 
compared with second-term rents, and as 
to non-judicial tenancies the terms were 
simply enormous. He was going to give 
an illustration of this from a 
letter written by the hon. and learned 
Member for North Antrim. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said that was 
a private letter to a friend and not to a 
tenant. Although he could not prevent 
his friend reading it in the House, if he 
thought that was fair and honourable, if 
the hon. Member did so he must take the 
consequences in his own constituency. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he would 
take any consequenc’s in his own con- 
stituency or anywhere else. He would 
not read the hon. and learned Member's 
letter, however, but he would read the 
tenant’s letter to the hon. and learned 
Member, which was not private and 
which the tenant had forwarded to him. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: The letter I 
got from this gentleman was marked 
‘‘private”” and the answer also was 
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private. It should be treated as confi- 
dential, and there was no right to show it 
to any one. It the letter was read he 
would ask leave to make a_ personal 
explanation. 


1129 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL then read the 
letter, dated 1st December, 1903, in which 
the writer said, having seen a letter of the 
hon. Member for North Antrim in which 
it was stated that he considered twenty 
years purchase fair, “‘I cannot under- 
stand on what grounds you have 
increased your estimate so much as 
to ask almost twenty-eight years, 
exclusive of the bonus.” The hon. 
and learned Gentleman was_ typical 
of landlords all over the country. 
That they should have been willing to 
accept twenty years purchase before the 
Act was passed and now asked twenty- 
eight years exclusive of the bonus, was a 
gross abuse of the Parliamentary grant. 
This was a matter which English Mem- 
bers would do well to consider. After 
all it was their money which was being 
dealt with in this way. Yet this was 
what was going on all over the country, 
and it was this that he strongly objected 
to. The lendlords under the circum- 
stances had no right to exact such terms. 


There was another point. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford had in- 
dicated that before much time had 
elapsed the principle of compulsion must 
be brought into play and that, so far as 
certain districts were concerned it would 
be impossible to get the untenanted lands 
into the operation of the Act without 
compulsory powers. With that he agreed 
and, indeed, he held that compulsory 
powers should have been introduced into 
the Bill itself. What was going on, 
especially in the province of Ulster? A 
considerable number of sales were at 
present going forward, and he was much 
more hopeful than before because he was 
happy to think that the tenants were not 
being led to give too high prices. Those 
on the largest estate in South Tyrone had 
absolutely refused to give the landlord 
what they thought to be an unfair price. 
There were in Ulster, for instance, a very 
considerable number of landlords who 
would not sell at any price. It might be 
asked why they should be compelled 
to do so. Becaus> it was the evident 
intention of the Government in passing 
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last year’s Act to make it a measure 
of national appeasement based upon 
broad grounds of national policy ani 
upon the assumption that it was desirabl> 
for the land of Ireland to pass from 
owner to occupier. This wasa landlords’ 
Bill in the sens? that it would secure to 
the landlord what the Land Act of 1903 
attempted to secure for him, but it was 
more than a landlords’ Bill, because if it 
were not passed it would be impossible 
to sell the land, and he, therefore, hoped 
it would be passel. He still believed 
that if the Irish land question were 
settled the principal difficulty would be 
removed from the path of Irish progress. 
He did not doubt that in many cases 
too much would-be paid for the land 
and tenants would be taken in by wily 
and crafty agents, but he looked upon 
the Land Act of last year as an instru- 
ment of a great appeasement of the Irish 
difficulty. It was not a question with 
him as to the actual market value of the 
land, but a question of getting a great 
settlement of this question and clearing 
the way for other things almost as im- 
portant. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he desired 
to make a fersonal explanation. He had 
only just heard in the lobby that the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone was going to 
raise a personal matter concerning him- 
self. Had he known earlier he would have 
provided himself with the correspondence. 
The letter which the hon. Member had 
referred to was not addressed to a tenant 
of his (Mr. Moore) though it was true that 
the centleman addressed was the minister 
of one tenant. It was a private letter. 
It contained an offer, which was never 
accepted, good or bad. He heard a year 
afterwards that the letter had been shown 
and he wrote protesting. He considered 
the whole transaction closed and had 


‘forgotten the letter was written, while 


the tenant had attended a meeting at 
which an offer was made of twenty-two 
years purchase. He had seen a letter 
from the minister since, and he then re- 
cognised an attempt by this gentleman 
to force him into giving him better terms 
than his neighbours. Nine-tenths of his 
tenants had accepted his terms as fair. 
He was determined, whatever it cost him, 
not to be driven. This gentleman would 
get the same terms as the others and no 
b etter. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND ~(Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he 
was responsible for the introduction of 
the Bill, which only purported to give 
eflect to the intentions of the Legislature 
last year. It was true that if the Bill 
were not passed the Land Purchase Act 
would be hung up and blame would be 
placed upon the House of Commons. He 
believed the Act was working well, but 
he was perfectly certain it could not con- 
tinue to act unless this Bill were passed. 
The Act of last year did not embody all 
the resolutions of the Land Conference, 
but the interests of the two parties in- 
terested had been fairly well preserved. 
Both were shorn of some of their advan- 
tages, but the arrangements under the 
Act were in the main those arrived at 
by the Land Conference. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford had 
protested against the form of the Bill 
because, in his opinion, it precluded him 
at later stages from raising the question 
of compulsory purchase. If the Bill had 
been drafted in any other form, looking 
at the state of Parliamentary business, it 
would not be possible to pass it this 
session. The hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford had misconstrued an 
observation he had made the previous day 
with regard to the Congested Districts 
Board. He (Mr. Wyndham) said that the 
Congested Districts Board had been able 
to buy untenanted land, although 
the Estates Commissioners had not, but 
he did not say they had been able to buy 
as much untenanted land as they might 
otherwise have bought. Their income 
was limited, and they had gone as far 
as it was safe to go in the direction of 
purchasing land without the assistance of 
the bonus in respect of untenanted land. 
In that respect alone the Act of last year 
had made a great difference. From the 
year 1888 to 1903, fifteen vears, the 
total amount of money expended by the 
Congested Districts Board in the pur- 
chase of land was only £441,000, whereas 
in the nine months since the passing of 
tre’Act they had almost concluded pur- 
chases amounting to £545,000. 


The’ difficelty was not that landlords in 
the West of Ireland were unwilling to sell 
untenanted land. He did not think they 
would get land cheaper or quicker if they 
acquired it by compu'sory means. It 
would be most inexpedient to intro- 
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duce compulsory powers of purchase 
in congested districts. When they 
were dealing with people who were 
willing to sell it would not assist the 
matter to threaten to take the land by 
force. Apart from that, it would take 
longer to put compulsory powers in 
force. What was often described as a 
refusal on the part of the landlord to sell 
really meant that the transaction was a 
complicated one, and it was found an 
uncommonly difficult thing to bring back 
the evicted tenants. In such cases, he 
thought it was the better course for the 
whole estate to be sold to the Estates 
Commissioners, and for them to take the 
responsibility of dividing the untenanted 
land. It had been suggested that Lord 
Lansdowne opposed the provisions of 
the Act for the reinstatement of the 
evicted tenants; but Lord Lansdowne 
did more perhaps in the House of Lords 
than anyone to get these provi- 
sions carried as an element in the 
compromise. There was another ele- 
ment of the compromise, and that 
was that no _ pressure, direct or 
indirect, was to be brought to bear 
upon any person occupying a farm from 
which others had been evicted. He 
knew of nocase of a landlord having 
proceeded for a hanging gale, but 
such a case would, in his opinion, involve 
a departure from the spirit of the Land 
Conference. On the other hand, he had 
heard that in some cases tenants had 
suddenly ceased to pay rent, or required 
a large reduction, coupled with other 
terms. Either of those departures from 
the spirit of the Land Conference was to 
be deplored, deprecated, and reprobated 
by those who trusted to the Act of last 
year was a solution of the land question. 
He had been asked whether the Estates 


Commissioners had power to buy 
the interest of farmers occupying 
holdings from which tenants had 


been evicted. He thought they had. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what initiative the 
Estates Commissioners take ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
initiative is a question of fact and ex- 
pediency. As I said before, it is not my 
intention to make a long speech upon 
this occasion. This Bill is only intended 
to confirm the decision at which Par- 
liament arrived last year, and, if it 1s 


list 
pat 
Uris 
had 
The 
Gla 
wit 
pro 
Jeb 
anti 
basi 
yea. 
to | 
legis 
befo 
f 
ont 
pose 
the 
Sup} 
the 
Tesp 
in t 
year 
resol 
ithe 
and 
presi 
Mem 
wen 
hor 
e 
pee 
Teat 
hat 
emil 
th 
the ! 
by th 
vas 
biel) 
host, 
ly the 
f Ire 
f the 
mplo 
pern 
nd we 
ew nh 
f thir 
lass 
nited 
if our 








in 
ck 
he 
he 
eS 
he 
ed 
rd 
of 
he 
ne 
ds 
vi- 
he 
le- 
iat 
or 
ar 
ym 
He 
ng 
yut 
ive 
nd 
ad 
ad 
red 
her 
om 
| to 
ted 
ast 
on. 
tes 
yu 
ing 


rad. 


on. 
the 


— 


0 


my 
pon 
ded 
ar- 
t is 


1133 Trish 


not passed, the whole of the operations 
of the Act of last year will, I fear, be 
largely impeded in the future, almost 
arrested, more particularly in respect of 
remedying congestion and of restoring 
evicted tenants to their holdings. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had 
listened to the debate with much sym- 
pathy, but with some sadness. The 
{Irish land question since the Act of 1881 
Jhad pursued a sort of normal course. 


Whey had endeavoured to improve Mr. 


Gladstone’s legislation, and side by side 
with that they had endeavoured to im- 
prove the position of the tenant. That 
jebate, however, seemed to him to have 
ontirely ignored in many respects the 
pasis on which the legislation of last 
year proceeded, and, to a certain extent, 
to give the go-by to Mr. Gladstone’s 
legislation. The Amendment was put 
before the House as having the warranty 
R a National Convention. Let them 
ontrast the terms in which it was pro- 
posed, however moderate, and some of 
the speeches which had been made in 
support of it, with the manner in which 
the Land Act was received by the 
responsible Members of the Irish Party 
in their organisation in September last 
year. He had just been out and got the 
resolution which hailed the passing of 
ithe Act which was now being criticised, 
and which was passed at a meeting 
presided over by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford and attended by 
twenty-one of his colleagues, some of 
whom had spoken in the House to-day. 
He was not finding fault with the 
peeches; he thought that there was 
preat ground for the disappointment 
hat had been expressed. But he would 
emind them of the resolution passed on 
Sth September, 1903, at a meeting of 
the National Convention, presided over 
by the hon. Member for Waterford, which 
vas as follows— 








“That we welcome in the new Land Act the 
host substantial victory gained for centuries 
ly the Irish race for the reconquest of the soil 
f Ireland by the people, and the disbanding 
f the alien garrison which has been hitherto 
mployed by England for the maintenance of 
pernicious and irresponsible class ascendency, 
hd we look to the successful working of the 
ew measure for the creation of a new state 
f things in which all Irishmen, irrespective of 
lass or creed, will have a hand in labouring 
nitedly for the national rights and happiness 
f our country.” 
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Here was another resolution— 

_ “That, while the Act, as placed on the 
Statute-book, falls short in various important 
particulars of the recommendations of the 
Land Conference and the requirements of the 
national demand for the extinction of land- 
lordism within a reasonable time, we cordially 
recognise that the Amendments demanded by 
the National Convention have been conceded 
in Committee to an extent to which no Govern- 
ment measure in relation to Ireland has ever 
before been modified in deference to the de- 
mands of Irish Nationalist opinion.” 

That was a recognition of the action of 
the House of Commons such as he had 
never known before on the part of any 
Irish Nationalist organisation. 

“We think it a duty to make a free ac- 
knowledgment that, next to the exertions of 
the United Irish Party, under the leadership 
of Mr. Redmond and Mr. T. W. Russell, the 
happiest result is to be traced to the wisdom 
and active good will displayed by that section 
of the landlord leaders which made the Land 
Conference possible, to the loyalty with which 
Mr. Wyndham, and his associates in the 
Government of Ireland, endeavoured to make 
good his pledges to give legislative effect to 
the wishes of the Conference, as well as to the 
high public spirit with which the Liberal 
Party resisted the temptation to extract any 
Party advantage from the situation.” 

That was butter all round. That was 
the orthodoxy of September last, but 
what was the orthodoxy of July? Let 
them contrast the orthodoxy of Sep- 
tember last with the orthodoxy of July, 
as voiced in this Amendment. What 
had brought about the change? When 
an Irish National Convention was given 
as the warranty for this Amendment, he 
could not forget that he had the honour 
to stand alone in that House in conse- 
quence of the mandate of a National 
Convention which expelled him from the 
Irish Party. In consequence of what 
had happened, he sincerely thanked that 
Convention. In his judgment, if he had 
been present in the Irish Party for the 
last three or four years, he should have 
saved the Irish farmers £20,000,000. 
[Nationalist cries of “ No, no!”’] 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): 
about the Morley property ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the Resolution 
proposed by the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Waterford declared— 

“That no measure dealing with the Amend- 
ment of the Irish Land Act of 1903 can be 
accepted as satisfactory which deals only with 
facilitating Irish landlords in obtaining the 
bonus, and which provides no remedy for the 
grave defects of that Act affecting Irish 
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tenants, particularly the creation of a system 
of zones leading to the unjust inflation of 
prices. 

The system of zones, of which they now 
heard in the Amendment, was never heard 
of until the Land Conference made its 
report—never mentioned in Irish politics ; 
yet it was on account of that system of 
zones, invented by the signatories of the 
Conference, that he was asked to vote 
against this Bill. He declined to do so; 
he intended to vote for this Bill, and 
he would tell the House why. He dis- 
liked the system of bonus, and believed 
it was working, so far as the Land 
Judge’s Court was concerned, to the 
enormous enhancement of their property. 
He intended, therefore, when this Bill 
reached Committee, to endeavour to 
provide that no landlord selling his 
estate in Judge Ross’s Court should get 
any bonus whatever. He thought that 
was the true solution of the enormous in- 
flation of prices which had taken place. 
Hon. Members came forward there who 
were themselves taking their property 
out of Judge Ross’s Court, where it 
would have been sold, under the 40th 
section, for eighteen years purchase— 
[NATIONALIST cries of “‘ Order’’]—instead 
of twenty-four-and-a-half. [Interruption. ] 
He would like to know why the hon. 
Member for Kildare was not interrupted 
when he talked about headlines. Those 
Gentlemen who interrupted him evidently 
did not like that mention of twenty-four- 
and-a-half years purchase, yet these 
(pointing to his colleagues) were the 
Gentlemen who moved and supported the 
Amendment. [‘Order.”] It was the 
hon. Member for Waterford who had set 
a headline to the landlords of Ireland in 
asking twenty-four-and-a-half years 
purchase. [‘‘ Order.”’] He hoped Irish 
tenants would take note. [Loud cries of 
** Order.”’} 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I did 
not interrupt the hon. Member, because 
he has said nothing out of order. Any- 
thing short of that hon. Members should 
allow him to say. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, who was greeted 
with renewed Nationalist cries of ‘‘ Order, 
order!” said that in spite of the efforts of 
his colleagues to prevent him, he should 
say what he liked. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
You will not say what you like here. 

Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY, proceeding, said 
he attributed and ascribed to these [Re 
Gentlemen in the House of Commons—— 


Mr. LUNDON: Who sold the Morley 
property for twenty-seven years pur- 
chase? [NATIONALIST interruptions and 
cries of “ Answer that.” ] 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that a 
Select Committee should be appointed to #4" 
inquire into this matter of how the 
Morley property was sold and how the 
Redmond property was sold. He should §®"? 
be quite prepared to defend his action } 
before such a Committee, and the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford could #"4 
do the same. He had no fear as to the 
result, as far as he was concerned. } 
Having dealt with this betrayal of the } 
Irish Party—[Cries of ‘ Order” and| 
‘“* Withdraw ‘ Betrayal.’ ’’} 

Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): On 
the point of order, Mr. Speaker, there bind 
is an organised attempt to prevent the ; 
[Inter-f, 










hon. Member from being heard. 


: rom 
ruption. } nd 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have called uporfPP" 
hon. Members to listen to the observaq."™ 


courtesy, however heartily they mayf, 
disagree with them. It is the duty o 
Members of this House to do so—a duty 
which hon. Members on the Irish Benches}gne. 
themselves always try to exact frombnsor 


tions made by the hon. Member nal “A 


hon. Members sitting opposite. tin 
Lubre 

Mr. T. M. HEALY, whose remarkspaile; 
ain, 


were almost inaudible owing to dis- 
orderly shouts from the Irish Benches 
was understood to say that the policyp: 
adopted by the Irish Party would increas¢ 
the rates and taxes in Ireland, and h - 
was Satisfied that it was only by % 

system of adequately taxing grass lan 
that this inflation of land values couldigno 
be effectively prevented. The questio 
of the grass lands in the West{of Irelan 















tion. He foresaw that whether it wa 
done by this Government or 
succeeding Government some attempg)), | 
would have to be made to deal with thfbrde: 
grass lands in Ireland. He gstrongl teh 
resented the action of hon. [Membe pap 
who, while condemning the exorbita 
demands made on behalf of the ownergutle 
of estates in Ireland in regard to the salfven 
of their land, themselves approved ang)” 
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accepted high prices for their own land. 
[Renewed disorderly interruptions from 
the IntsH Benches and MINISTERIAL cries 
of “Order, order!”] One remedy for 
this difficulty could be found by the 
imposition of an adequate system of 
local taxation. [NATIONALIST cries of 
‘ Divide, divide.’’] In addition to that 
he held the opinion that an adequate 
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tamp duty should be placed upon eject- 
the ents and notices to quit. He thought | 
the yo Was a monstrous thing that while a | 
ould enant had to pay from £2 to £3 on | 
‘tion #oimg into the Land Court a landlord | 
hon, qhould be able to obtain a notice to quit | 
ould gud only have to pay half-a-crown for the | 
- the itamp duty. He was of opinion, therefore, | 
ned, frat one of the most effective methods of | 
the pealing with the agrarian problem in the | 


and | 


d to 







uture would be by means of fiscal pro- | 
yosals in the Budget Bill. It was only | 


:@ 
there 
t the 
nter- 


i=] 


o bring adequate pressure to bear on the | 
ndowners in Ireland. In the past the | 
Ss iiceds had only been able to obtain | 


bpproving of twenty-four-and-a-half years | 


upor - 
P purchase. [A NationaList MEMBER: | 


ervat. , : . 

wil You will get a job after this, and cries 
f “You will get a judgeship,” and 

may Judve Healy.”] By adopting this | 

ry 0 Judge ealy. J ypting S| 

duty 

ichesenew, Sir Andrew Noel 

from{nson, Sir William Reynell 


htkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


aarkspailey, James (Walworth) | Charrington, Spencer 
dis- ain, Colonel James Robert Churchill, Winston Spencer 





aird, John George Alexander 
alcarres, Lord 
aldwin, Alfred 
alfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
d h alfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
nbury, Sir Frederick George 
rtley, Sir George C. T. 
athurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
ignold, Arthur 

igwood, James 

lundell, Colonel Henry 
scawen, Arthur Griffith 
























wles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
assey, Albert 

odrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
ll, William James 
rdett-Coutts, W. 

r, John George 
mpbell, Rt. Hn.J. A.(Glasgow 
lile, William Walter 

rson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles 





















| such 
yy that means that they could ever hope | ,. ; 


hubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. | Chapman, Edward 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
| Coates, Edward Feetham 
Yochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. | 
| Coddington, Sir William 
| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt.Hn.Sir John C. R. | Gardner, Ernest 
| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Garfit, William 

| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) | Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
| Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, William Bromley 


Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Raiph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F Dixon 
| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. 
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course Nationalist Members had befooled 
their country and betrayed the Irish 
Party. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why do not 
you go on the other side # 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had used 
exactly the same languaze before his 
constituency, and he should not shrink 


from repeating it in the House of 
Commons. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 


Why do not you go to Ireland and say 
that ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY again addressed 
the House, but from this point the 
remainder of the hon. Member’s speech 


| was rendered nearly inaudible by dis- 


orderly cries fromthe Nationalist Benches, 
as ‘Traitor,’ ‘‘ Dublin Castle,’ 
Omagh,” and “ Coward.” 

SAUNDERSON 


COLONEL (Armagh, 


| N.) in supporting the Bill, said the debate 
rom seventeen to eighteen years purchase | had ended in a manifestation which illus- 
snd now the Nationalist Party were | trated the justice of their objection to an 


Irish Home Rule Parliament. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 90. (Division List No. 215.) 


203 ; 


AYES. 
; Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Manc’r 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Wore. | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 


| Finch, Rt Hon. George H. 

| Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 

| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Forster, Henry William 


| Gordon, Hn.JE.( Elgin & Nairn) 


| Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene,SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
| Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
| Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 

| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

| Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Scott 
Sir Joseph C. 


| Healy, Timothy Michael 
| Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
| Heaton, John Henniker 


de Tatton 
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Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jeffreys, Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
Kerr, John 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R | 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E.) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharsoa, Dr. Robert 
Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,Rt.Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Pemberton, John 8. G. 

| Perey, Earl 

| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Renwick, George 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


' Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 


Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart,Sir H. (Renfrew) 


NOES, 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich, 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs, 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, Dr. E.C(Monagh’n,N 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
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| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wood, James 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham, : Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow,W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sii 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 
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Main Question put. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird. John George Alexander | 


Ralearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, 5 hos 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt. Hon.Sir John C.R. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Cross, 


Dyke,Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart | 


Kge srton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 
Fe rgusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose ! 


(Derbyshire | 
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Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Eigin& Nairn) 
| Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE.W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Gunter, Sir Robert 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Haaley 
| Heaton, John Henniker 
| Helder, Augustus 
| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Hoult, Joseph 
| Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kerr, John 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 





| Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| House 
| Woes, 82. (Division List No. 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 


Lonz, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdat!e) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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divided :—Ayes, 
216.) 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 
tankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney )} 
Rollit. Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,Sir H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset ) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, DrE.C (Monagh’n,N 


| Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 


Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Tuff, Charles 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | 
| Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire | 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 

| Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir FrederickG. 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

Moore, William 

Morrell, George Herbert 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

| Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 

| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| 0’ Doherty, William 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 





Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hail 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wood, James 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Si 
Alexander Acland-Hood anid 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Flynn, James Christopher 


Ambrose, Robert 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Kobert 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Josepb 
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NOES. 

, O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Hayden, John Patrick 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Jones, William (Catnarvonshire 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Jovce, Michael 

| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
| Kilbride, Denis 

| Labouchere, Henry 

| Law, Hugh, Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Leamy, Edmund 

| Leigh, Sir Joseph 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lundon, W. 





Crean, Eugene | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel s 
Cremer, William Randal MacVeagh, Jeremiah Sheehy, David q< 
Cullinan, J. M‘Fadden, Edward Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 5 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | M‘Hugh, Patrick A. Stevenson, Francis §. iF 
Delany, William M‘Kean, John Sullivan, Donal » 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galw’y | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) Tomkinson, James = 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) > 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) | Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Young, Samuel a 
Doogan, P. C. Mooney, John J. | Yoxall, James Henry § 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Murphy, Jobn | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Nannetti, Joseph P. | TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— J y 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Sir Thomas Esmonde and 2 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Captain Donelan. 


Field, William 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid | 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Bill accordingly read a second time, Colonies whether it was true, as stated in 
and committed for Thursday next. a telegram published that morning, that 
sana two coolies had escaped from the com- 
> Wwe ATG 7 AY 
sANKS ACTS AMEND- pound at Johannesburg, were captured at 
MENT BILL. P . ib ht back i : ” 
Order read, for resuming adjourned | sige re lngy een calgentabor ree 4 
il a aa we ts eq | Was it true that those men had tried to 
2 ; i > ‘oposed | 
— si a | escape only a few hours after they had 
17th June] to the Bill on Consideration, | 7 a 
as amended (by the Standing Committee) landed and had been placed in such 
wie Seay ' ’ - ’| favourable conditions as the right hon. 
Which Amendment recall | Gentleman had described in his speeches ; 
— = a 21, to leave out Clause 3.” | also what was the meaning of the word 
is salidcaeaianied “captured”? It seemed a curious word 
2G ¢ > <0, ‘Th: {ie ° ° ° 
Question again proposed, “That the jn connection with indentured labourers. 


>, ~ 


SAVINGS 


al 


— 


Po} 


e commencement of a Speech iniarcat 


words of the clause to the end of) ,, sas ele fr 
line 24, page .1, stand part of the | THE SECRETARY sas STATE hot Ei 
Bill.” | THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrre.tton, W a oe 

_wick and Leamington): I have no in- } th 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made to the Bill. 
3ill read the third time, and passed. 


THE LICENSING BILL. 


formation on the subject. aa: 
| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: You ought § ,,, 
to have information. [Laughter and cries § [), 
_ of “ Order.” ans 
SECRE-| _ Mr. LYTTELTON: Neither do I con-f 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY _ MR. ; 
TARY or THE TREASURY (Sir A. | sider it convenient that I should be asked Cor 
ACLAND- Hoop, Somersetshire, Wel-| to express my views about the terms of a 
lington), in moving the adjournment | telegram of which I have no knowledge. ( 
of the House, announced that the Com-| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you Rai 
mittee on the Licensing Bill would be the telegraph to Lord Milner ? met 
First Order on Monday, and that Monday | Mr. LYTTELTON: No, I do not Con 
would be the second allotted day. “think it necessary. g 

CHINESE COOLIES IN THE | Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That is [Bill 
TRANSVAAL. "just what I wanted you to say. L 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal. S.) | Adjourned at four minutes before — 

asked the Secretary of State for the | Six o'clock till Monday next. Ji) 4) 


vc 








id 


Lat 


Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 11th July, 1904. 
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CHARLES HENRY DUKE OF GORDON. 

Was (in the usual manner) introduced 
bv virtue of Letters Patent, dated the 
13th day of January, 1876, his father, the 
Duke (Duke of Richmond in the Peerage 
of England), who was created by such 
Patent, never having taken his seat as 
Duke of Gordon. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London United Tramwavs Bill. The 
King’s consent signified; and Bill! reported, 
with Amendments. 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
(Extension of Time) Bill [#.L.]. Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill. Report 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
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CPT tne cOniinence ment of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


thereto having been withdrawn: read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on Tuesdav the 28th and 


Thursday the 30th of June last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 

Swindon Corporation Bill. Report 
from the Select Committee. That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie onthe Table. The 
orders made on Tuesday, the 28th and 
| Thursday the 30th of June last discharged, 
t and Bill committed for Thursday next. 
N 


City of London (Central Criminal 
Court House) Bill. Read 3*, and passed. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill. Read 3*, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Savings Banks Acts Amendment 
Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill. Brought | 
from the Commons; read 1*; and referred 
to the Examiners. 
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Airdrie Corporation Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [H.L.]; Wishaw Corporation 
Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. Returned 
from the Commons azreed to. 


Belfast and North-East Ireland Elec- 
tricity and Power Gas Bill [mL]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill [H.t.]; Water Works Confirmation 
Bill [u.u.]. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Education Board Provisionai Order 
(Cardiff) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed. 


Filey Improvement Bill [#.L.]; Maiden- 
head Bridge Bill [u.u.]. Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Great Central Railway Bill;. London 
County Council (Money) Bill; Plymouth 
Corporation Bill; Wolverhampton Cor- 
poration Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 


Raphoe, and Convoy Rail- 
way Bill. Message from the Commons 
giving leave to the right hon. George 
Wyndham, a Member, to attend the 
Select Committee (pursuant to message 


of Friday last). 


Strabane, 


PETITIONS. 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [#.1.]. 
Petition to be heard by counsel 

against; of Corporation of Hackney; 

read, and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY SOCIE- 
TIES) BILL [u.1.]. 
Petition against; of Guardians of the 
Poor of Bedford Union; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION: ELEMENTARY 
EDUCATION (DEFECTIVE AND EPI- 
LEPTIC CHILDREN). 

Regulations of the Board of Education, 
dated 11th July, 1904, providing fo; 
grants on account of the education of 
‘defective and epileptic children, and 
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prescribing conditions to be fulfilled by 
certified schoo!s and classes for such 
children. 


AFRICA, No. 8 (1904). 
Correspondence relating to the resigna- 
tion of Sir Charles Eliot and to the con- 
cession to the East Africa Syndicate. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade— 


Authorising construction of light 
tilways in the city of Ripon, and in 
‘he rural district of Ripon, in the West 
Riding of the county of York. 


Authorising construction of a light 
railway from Witney, in the county of 
Oxford, to Andovers‘ord, in the county 
o* G’oucester. 


Authorising construction of light 
railways in the county of Essex, in the 
borough of Southend-on-Sea, and the 
urban district of Shoeburyness. 


Amending the Leek, Caldon Low, and 
Hartington Light Railways Order, 1898. | 


Transferring to the mayor, aldermen, 
and burgesses of the borough of Lowes- 
toft the powers conferred upon the 
East Anglian Light Railways Company 
by the East Anglican Light Railways 
Order, 1902, and amending that Order. 


WHALING AND WHALE.-CURING 
(SCOTLAND). 

Report of a Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Secretary for Scot'and 
to inquire into the new whaling and 
whale-curing industry on the coast of 
Scotland, and in the adjacent waters. 
Volume II. Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendix. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
LUNACY. 


Appendix to Fifty-eighth Report of the 
Commissione's in Lunacy, presented 29th 
June, 1904. 


SUPERANNUATION. 


Treasury Minute, dated 7th July, 
1904, declaring that Thomas Galler, 
skilled labourer, Royal Laboratory, War 
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Service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his Depart- 
ment. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 

PARCEL POST). 
Statutory Rules and Orders, 
No. 1076. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Tab!e. 


SAVINGS BANKS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


1904. 


Read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 


139.) 


POLICE CONSTABLE ANDERSON. 

Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, I beg to 
give notice that I propose to-morrow to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
they will lay on the Table of the House 
any Papers or correspondence which it 
may be in their opinion right to lay, on 
the subject of Police-Constable Anderson, 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary. May I 
also add that it is not my intention to 
raise any discussion upon that notice, 
but I think that, inasmuch as the infor- 
mation which we have received is entirely 
unauthentic, it is desirable that such 
Papers as are available should be laid 
on the Table of the House. 





THE MILITIA. 


*THE Eartor WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
hope that the reasonableness of the 
Motion I have placed on the Not:ce Paper 
and the necessity for what it proposes 
will induce your Lordships to give 
it favourable consideration. My Motion 
reads: “To move to resolve, That this 
House, while reaffirming the Resolution 
passed by the Lords in 1883, * That having 
regard to the present defective mi'‘itary 
organisation, ard to the great importance 
of the Militia Force, it is essential that 
the Militia should be forthwith recruited 
up to its established strength,’ is further 
of opinion that so long as the Militia cou- 
tinues to be, as it now is, the constitutional 
basis of our existing military system, it 
should bs so raised as not to compete for 
voluntary recruits, as it now does, with 
the Regular Army to the great detriment 
of the military forces of the Crown.” 
Your Lordships will observe that the 
first part of the Motion is an historical 
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which is quoted here was carried in the 
teeth of the combined opposition of the 
two Front Benches. It was carried, my 
Lords, by the independent, patriotic 
action of your Lordships, to which again, 
under like circumstanzes, I intend to 
appeal. The latter part of my Motion 
says that the Militia is the constitutional 
basis of our existing military system ? 


Now what is our existing military 
system? It is a system which is, I think, 
absolutely perfect, having regard to our 
insular position. It is this, that you 
have an Army raised by voluntary en- 
listment which is ready to go anywhere 
and everywhere out of the United King- 
dom where wanted and, on the other 
hand, you have a Militia which is raised 
by compulsion—that is the history of the 
Militia; raised properly by compulsion— 
for home service, and for home service 
alone. That Militiais capable, though 
raised only for home defene, of volun- 
teering as regiments for foreign service, 
or the m-n may individually go into the 
Army. The third element of our military 
system is the Volunteer Force, and that 
force originally consisted of those who 
volunteered rather than run the chance of 
the Militia ballot. I need not tell your 
Lordships that the existing system is not 
enforced, that the foundation and basis 
of it, a Militia raised by compulsion, is a 
dead letter. It is not so raised. The 
foundation of our military system is 
every year broken up by a special Act 
which suspends the ballot for the 
Militia, 


Now, my Lords, what is the state of 
the Militia? In 1883, when your Lord- 
ships passed the Resolution I have read, 
the state of the Militia was as follows :— 
Establishment, 128,069 ; enrolled,104,431; 


wanting, 23,638; under nineteen, 15,904 ; 
struck off as absent, 6,904; Army 


Militia Reserve, 26,692; a further reduc- 
tion of one-fifth for casualties and 
artillery, left infantry, rank and _ file, 
above nineteen years of age, 36,638, 
‘The state of things on the whole has 
been the same throughout - there has 
always been a deficiency in the Militia of 
from 20,000 to 30,000 men. And why, 
my Lords? Bezause, as I have said, the 


system is annually broken up. 
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does not say that the Resolution | 


foundation and basis of our military | 


Militia. 


What is the conclusion come to on this 
/question by the Duke of Norfolk’s 
/Commission, who were appointed to 
| inquire into the organisation, numbers, 
and terms of service of our Militia and 
Volunteer Forces, and to report whether 
any, and if any, what changes are re- 
quired in order to secure that these forces 
shall be maintained in a condition of 
military efficiency and at an adequate 
strength? The conclusion they have 
come to is that it is through compulsion, 
and compulsion alone, that you can get 
a satisfactory Militia and Volunteer 
Force for home defence. Thus, in con 
cluding their report, they say that “a 
home defence army capable, in the ab- 
senc> of the Rezular Forces, of protecting 
the country against invasion can be 
raised and maintained only on the prin- 
ciple that it is the dutv of every citizen 
of military to be trained for the 
national defence and take a part in it 
should emergency arise.” I would 
personally thank the noble Duke and his 
colleagues who sat on the Commission for 
the splendid courage they showed in 
bringing up thisrecommendation. They 
have been accused of exceeding the terms 
of the Warrant under which they were 
appointed, but they dia nothing of the 
kind. They found in the course of their 
inquiry that everyth'ng was unsatisfac- 
tory, that it was not a case of doing this 
or that little thing to bring the force to 
a condition of military efficiency and 
adequate strength, but that the whole 
basis was wrong, and they had the 
courage to say so. They deserve our 
thanks for putting forward the view 
which I think to be the right view, and 
for having the courage to tell the nation 
the truth. 
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age 


The Report of the Commission 
has been received in a way that 
is not to the credit of this country. 
It has been universally abused, 
and if anybody wants to know what was 
said about it they have enly to read a 
most interesting article in the Nineteenth 
Century and After by a great military critic, 
but not a politician—Colonel Lonsdale 
Hale. The title of his article is “ Our 
Pitiable Military Situation,” and in it he 
shows how unjust has been the action 
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and the language used towards the Duke 
of Norfolk’s Commission. This brings 
me to the question of compulsory service. 
In the opinion of the Duke of Norfolk’s 
Commission it is only thus that our 
military forces can be put on a right 
foundation, but, as I have said, this is 
denounced in every possible way, and by 
no one has this question of compulsory 
service been so strongly denounced as by 
an old brother officer of mine, Colonel Sir 
Howard Vincent, in a letter in The Times. 


Colonel Sir Howard Vincent had the 
audacity—there is no other word fully 
expressing it, and it is a word I have 
used to his face—to say that all those 


who are in favour of compu!sory 
service are foolish persons. I naturally 
wrote to The Times, asking my 
friend to name these foolish persons. 


He declined to answer my letter, and as 
far as he is concerned, these foolish persons 
are unnamed. But I[ thought it right 
to endeavour to find out. as far as I could, 
who these foolish persons were, and I 
hold in my hand a list containing their 
names. I begin in 1804 with Mr. Fox 
and Mr. Pitt; Then comes Lord Sidmouth 
in 1807; Sir James Graham’s Committee 
on Army Organisation in 1860; The 
Duke of Wellington, Lord Palmerston, 
and the Recruiting Commission in 1867 ; 
Lord Dalhousie in 1867; Lord Longford 
in 1867; Sir James Scarlett in 1870; 
Mr. Cardwell in 1871; Ear] Russel in 1871; 
Lord Sandhurst in 1871; and the last 
authority is the noble Marquessthe pre- 
sent Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
The noble Marquess in 1900 introduced a 
Bill to bring the Militia ballot up to date, 
but it is lying derelict, a dead letter, and 
we were told by the late Under-Secretary 
of State for War that it would require 
some® sixty or seventy more clauses to 
make it work. These are some of the 
‘foolish persons” referred to by Sir 
Howard Vincent. But you have besides 
that,the evidence given before the Duke of 
Norfolk’s Commission, and I think my 
noble friend, Lord Newton, did good 
service in writing to The Times, giving a 
summary of the names and evidence 
of the witnesses who were in favour 
of compulsory service. The names 
were Sir T. Kelly-Kenny, Earl Roberts, 
Viscount Wolseley, Sir John French, 
Sir John Ardagh, Lord Castletown, Sir 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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Evelyn Wood, Sir H. Hildyard, and 
Sir William Parr; and among others 
were Lord Raglan, a former Under-Secre- 
tary of State for War who is opposed to 
the ballot, but is one of those who are 
in favour of compulsory service. In 
addition compulsory service is supported 
by eminent business men, employers of 
labour, Volunteer officers, and others, 
I think it would be as well at this stage 
that I should read to the House the 
names of the members of the Norfolk 
Commission. The Commission was com- 
posed ¢s follows:—The Duke of Norfolk, 
Chairman; The Duke of Richmond and 
Gordon, the Earl of Derby (a former 
Secretary of State for War), Lord Gren- 
fell, Sir Coleridge Grove, Sir Ralph Henry 
Knox, Colonel George O’Callaghan-West- 
ropp, Colonel Evan H. Llewellyn, Colonel 
E. Satterthwaite, Colonel James A. Dal- 
mahoy, and Mr, Henry Spenser Wilkinson 


Now, my Lords, with such evidence as 
is before them, and knowing as the Govy- 
ernment do that all their difficulties as 
regards the Army would disappear if they 
only had the courage to enforce the 
existing law, why is it that they do not 
enforce it? There are two reasons—first 
the existence of the Navy; and, secondly, 
what is more important still, the existence 
of the voter. The idea of what is called 
the ‘blue water school,” is that if you 
have a powerful Navy you want nothing 
more; that you may be subject to small 
raids, ‘ut not to serious invasion. I 
hold in my hand a quotation giving the 
views of Mr. Pitt on this very point a 
century ago, for there were also at that 
time men who held the view of the blue 
water school. Mr. Pitt abused the 
Government for their insufficient action, 
and proceeded — 

“What, then, are we to think of Ministers 
who, with such an opportunity of observation, 
overlooked renewing the ballot for that impor- 
tant part of our force, the Militia, during peace.” 

Could anything, my Lords, after a hun- 
dred years be more applicable than that 
to the state of things existing to-day? 
Then Mr. Pitt went on to speak 
of Bonaparte’s preparations for invasion 
and of our 184,000 men in the Army 
and 400,000 Volunteers and our naval 
means — Nelson was then alive — as 
being insufficient for our defence. I 
turn from Mr. Pitt to what was said by 
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before the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission. 
Lord Wolseley said— 


“T think it would be living in a fool's paradise 


were the English people to depend exclusively | 


on the Navy for the defence of this country 
from invasion.”’ 


Later on Lord Wolseley said — 


“To depend upon the Navy alone for the de- 
fence of this country, and to forego having an 
Army on that account, would be the madness 
we are told in ancient writings the gods used to 
send to those whom they wished to destroy. 
Those who believe and preach that, preach 
what is the most injurious doctrine the English 
people could hear.” 


The same language was used by Lord 
Palmerston, who stated that the men who 
thought we could rely, even in this 
nautical country, upon the Navy alone 
for home defence were simply mad and 
Idoubt not that if now alive he would 
cal! the ** Blue Water ” School the ** Blue 
Bedlamites.”” So much for this question 
in the past. 
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to stand it. All that is asked for is that 
the English system of raising Militia in 
this country which is already on the 
Statute-book may be put in force. 
Nobody asks for more. I hold that the 
language that is used is a libel—nothing 
less—on our nation. When vou want 
it, and think it is of use, you then speak 
and boast, as you did in the days of the 
late war, of the patriotism of the people; 
you then went down on your knees, with 
5s. a day in your hand, to men who had 
never been across a horse, and asked 
them to become Yeomen, and many of 
them did and performed excellent service. 
Therefore, when it suits you, you trade 
upon their patriotism, but when it does 
not suit you and you think you run the 
danger of losing votes by doing your 
duty, you abstain from doing it and say 
that the people would not stand com- 
pulsory service for home defence. I 
maintain that that is a libel on the 
people of our country, and I want to 
know on what authority those who 
make that statement base it. 


I asked the noble Earl the First Lord | 


of the Admiralty two years ago whether 
he thought we could trust to the Navy 
alone for defence, and he replied that I 
had put a conundrum to him that it would 
take all the debating societies in England 
two or three vears to answer. When I 
saw the name of the noble Earl among 
those who had given evidence before the 
Duke of Norfolk’s Commission, I thought 
I should find an answer to that question ; 
but, from first to last, there was not a 
single question put to the First Lord as 
to the Navy. He spoke as a Colonel of 
Militia, and not as First Lord. I quite 
understand why the Commission did not 
put any questions to the noble Earl with 
regard to the Navy. It was because 
when they asked for evidence from the 
Admiralty it was denied them, and in the 
same way evidence was denied them from 
the Defence Committee. Therefore, we 
get nothing from the First Lord of the 
Admiralty with reference to the efficiency 
of the Navy on this point. As I have 
said, Lord Wolseley agrees with Lord 
Palmerston and others that those men 
are mad who think we can trust to the 
Navy alone. 


It is always said that the people of 


this country would not stand the foreign | 


form of conscription. No one asks them 


For the last forty years I have spoken 
in favour of compulsory service every- 
where,'nd I have never heard a whisper of 
dissent. Further, I tested the feelings of the 
country in a way that cannot be denied. 
I sent out two year azo a ci:cular, on the 
one hand to Lords-Lieutenant of counties, 
chairmen of county councils, chairmen 
of quarter sessions, chairmen of 
chambers of agriculture, chairmen 
of chambers of commerce, and, on the 
other hand, to mayors, provosts, and 
chief magistrates of cities and burghs. 
I may say that 400 circulars went out, 
and between 200 and 390 replies were 
received. The questions I put were 
(1) Whether, in their opinion, the present 
state of our home defence was satis- 
factory and reliable? To which question 
75 per cent. replied “No;” and (2) 
Whether in their opinion the nation 
would, for home defence only, accept 
a modified form of compulsory service ? 
To which question two to one answered 
Yes.” From those replies Iam justified 
in declaring that the statement that the 
people of this country are so unpatriotic 


_as to refuse to accept compulsory service, 


when told it is necessary, is a libel on 
' the nation. 








The 


When I was examined before the 
Duke of Norfolk Commission I was asked 
by Sir Ralph Knox,an old friend of mine— 

**But would not what you propose be un- 
popular ?” 

Do not forget, my Lords, that he was 
one of the Commissioners who signed the 
Report in favour of compulsory service. 
Indeed, the general principle that there 
should be compulsory service was agreed 
upon unanimously by the Commissioners. 
My answer to him was— 

“Tt does not matter whether it is popular 
or unpopular; if it is right it should be done.” 
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During sixty-two years of public life 
I have never known a Government come 
forward on their own responsibility and 
ask either for money or for men or what- 
ever was required for the safety of the 
nation and be refused what they asked. 
We are on the eve of an utterance in 
another place from the Secretary of State 
for War as to what this recondite Army 
reform measure is on which there has 
been so much dispute, and we are to 
begin this last form of reform as late as 
14th July, when the session has nearly 
gone. I know that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are not going to have anything 
in the shape of compulsory service, 
because when I was asked if I would 
put this Motion off I said that if the 
Government would give me an assurance 
that compulsory service formed part of 
the new scheme I—— 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DonovucHmore): The noble Earl’s re- 


quest was for an assurance that the 
ballot formed part of the new scheme. 


*THe Ear: or WEMYSS: The noble 
Earl thinks, perhaps, that the ballot is 
more severe than compulsory service. 


*THE Ear, or DONOUGHMORE: I 
think it different. 


*THE Eart oF WEMYSS: The ballot 
is an alleviation of it. In foreign 
countries the whole nation is liable 
to conscription, but we do not require 
that. But, at any rate, I am assured 
that compulsion in no form consti- 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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tutes part of the Government measure. 
I am inclined to think, however, that 
there must be something in what 
we hear about the reduction of ‘the 
forces, Militia and others, for on 28th June 
the Secretary of State for War and the 
Prime Minister both showed that they 
had been nobbled, captured, got hold of, 
by the blue water school of thought. 
They spoke in favour of money being 
given to the Navy rather than spent on 
our land forces. And it looks to me as 
if there is some truth, too, in the state- 
ment that this scheme, whatever it may 
be, does not meet with the approval of 
non-political experts. I hold in my 
hand an extract from a speech by Sir 
Neville Lyttelton, who, as your Lordships 
know full well, is the military adviser 
to and the first military officer on the 
Defence Committee, of which, I think very 
wrongly, the Prime Minister of the day is 
to be the head. I venture to think that 
is a great mistake ; but I co not wish to 
discuss it now. I think the Prime Minister 
ought to be out of all that, leaving the 
Cabinet to say whether what is proposed 
by the Defence Committee is right or 
wrong. Speaking at the South African 
dinner, at which the Duke of Marlborough 
presided, Sir Neville Lyttelton said— 

“The British Army was in the smelting-pot 
again; it had been there very often. He 
hoped that the scheme to be promulgated 
next week would please the public. 
he had some misgivings, and doubts arose in 
his mind. They “did their best, but it was 
making bricks without straw.” 


I leave the House to say what that want 
of straw is. Sir Neville Lyttelton con- 
tinued— 

“This year money was short and men were 
short both in numbers and =tature. They had 
done their best with regard to the scheme, but 
he was not happy—far from it.” 


My Lords, I cannot do better, I 
think, than close my remarks with | 
these words, these very comforting 


words, from the officer who, above all 
others, has been chosen to represent 
the Army on the Defence Committee. I 
hope they will give comfort to your Lord- 
ships. I have no doubt they do to those 
who sit on the Government Bench. I 
also hope they will induce your Lord- 
ships, as they ought to do, to support the 
Motion that I now humbly move. 
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Moved to resolve: ‘‘ That this House, 
while reaffirming the Resolution passed 
by the Lords in 1883, ‘ That having regard 
to the present defective military organi- 
sation, and to the great importance of 
the Militia Force, it is essential that the 
Militia should be forthwith recruited up 
to its established strength,’ is further of 
opinion that so long as the Militia con- 
tinues to be, as it now is, the constitu- 
tional basis of our existing military system 
it should be so raised as not to compete 
for voluntary recruits, as it now does, 
with the Regular Army to the great 
detriment of the military forces of the 
Crown.’ —(Tie Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, lest there 
should be any doubt as to whether the 
noble Earl will receive any support, I 
rise at once to assure him that I, at all 
events, will go into the lobby in support 
of his Motion. Neither do I see any 
reason why the Motion should not be 
supported by the votes of every Member | 





present who is in favour of maintaining | 
the Militia. The Motion does not commit | 
anyone to the particular nostrum favoured 
by the noble Karl, and those persons who | 
are in favour of the continuance of the 
Militia can vote for the Motion with a 
clear conscience. The other day my 
noble friend the Under-Secretary of State 
for War, expatiated with, I thought, some 
envy on the peculiarly favourable position | 
which is occupied by my noble friend | 
Lord Wemyss. It appears to me thaton | 
this particular occasion he enjoys a more | 
favourable position than ever, because 
he has every right to count upon the | 
support of the Government. 


I do not think that sufficient recognitiou 
has ever been paid to the dealings of 
this Government and of the last Govern- 
ment with regard to the Militia, and 
I think it just as well to refresh the 
memory of the House upon this subject. 
In 1899 the noble Marquess the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Atfairs introduced a 
Militia Ballot Bill. The next year 
the noble Earl opposite, Lord Wemyss, | 
brought in the same Bill and was opposed | 
not only by the Government but by the 
Front Opposition Bench. As a rule, I 
believe the theory of legislation is that 
when a Government Bill is introduced | 
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| foredoomed to failure. 


| a sort of hostis humant generis. 


| ment, 
| call the ‘‘ co-ordination ” of our milita y 
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it represents the settled convictions of 
Ministers and the collective policy of the 
Government; but in this particular case 
we must adopt a totally different theory. 
The theory I have in my mind with regard 
to this particular Bill is that it was in- 
troduced much on the same principle as 
that on which the drunken he!ot used to 
be introduced at Spartan feasis—as an 
o»ject to be avoided. This is a species 
of lezislation which might be defined as 
lezis!ation by scarecrow. 


I confess that an\thing which 
is brought forward by my _ noble 
friend stands a very poor chance of 
acceptance in this House. The two 
Front Benches invariably combine against 
him, and I have before expressed the 
opinion that if the noble Earl brought 
forward a Motion that two and two made 
four, or that the earth was round, the two 
Front Benches would unite and say they 
made something totally different, or 
that the earth was flat Therefore, any 


| Motion proposed by the noble Earl is 


He is looked 
upon, in fact, by both Front Benches as 
For my 


| part, though I may be singular in my 


views, I maintain that the proposals 
brought forward by the noble Earl a:e 
infinitely more practicable and moe 


| definite than all the recommendations of 
| your Hartington Comm’‘ssion, your Daw- 


kins Commission, your Esher Committee, 
and your Elgin Commission. With the 
one exception of the Commission pre- 


| sided over by the Duke of Norfolk, th» 
| recommendations brought forward have 
| been recommendations for the improve- 


reorganisation, and what th:y 


system. Practically they deal with 
nothing but War Office reorganisa- 
tion. 


My noble friend, whether you agree 
with him or not, goes to the root of the 
matter, and proposes a definite solution, 
inasmuch as he puts forward a really 
solid basis upon which the military 
edifice may be constructed. I do not 
propose on this occasion to repeat the 
arguments which have already been used 
in this House by myself and others on 
the subject of compulsion. I have no 
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doubt we shall have many future oppor- | 
_ day arrives, some years, or possibly, some 


tunities of returning to this subject, but 
i do not think anybody present can be 
in any sort of doubt as to the actual 
value of the Militia and as to the in- 


cstimable value which it has been to us | 


in the past. If you only take the late 
war as an instance, I think any impar- 
tial person would be bound to admit that 
the services of the other two branches of 
the Auxiliary Forces, that is to say, the 
Volunteers and the Yeomanry, cannot 
be compared for one moment with the 
se'vices 1ende:ed by the Militia. The 
Militia sent something like 100,000 men 
to the war, and | will go so far as to 
say this, that if it had not been for 
the existence of the Militia, I do not 
believe it wou'd have been possible for 
us to have carried on that war at all, 
because, as everybody knows, they took 
the place of the Regular Army when 
we had sent every available man to South 
Africa, 


But if anybody feels any doubt 
as to the relative value of the various 
portions of the Auxiliary Forces, it can 
very soon be demonstrated if you take, 
for instance, the test of embodiment. 
You would then realise the infinite 
superiority of the Militia over the other 
two branches. We know, not only from 
speeches which have been delivered in 
this House, but also in consequence of 
the Report cf the Duke of Norfolk’s 
Commission, that in the opinion of those 
who have had the best opportunities of 
studying this question, the Militia can 
only be kept up by resorting in some 
form or other to compulsion. My noble 
friend the Under-Secretary of State for 
War, speaking the other day in your 
Lordships’ House, strongly repudiated 
the idea of compulsion, and, with an 
ingenuity which really would have done 
credit to the oldes* Parliamentary hand, 
he actually established a difference a 
most important difference, between the 
principle of the Militia ballot and the 
principle of universal service. 
at once that my intelligence is not 
sufficiently nimble to follow my noble 
fiiend through these distinctions. Per- 
sonally, I see very little difference 
between the two things, but I do not 


Lord Newton. 


{LORDS} 


I admit | 
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despair of my noble friend. When the 


months hence, when we migrate to the 
other side, I entertain a faint hope that 
I shall hear my noble friend pointing out 
to his successor on this Bench that the 
one absolutely necessary thing in order 
to put our military affairs in order is to 
resort to the principle of compulsion. 
[The Earl of DonovcHwore dissented. | 
The fact is, the principle of compulsion 
is receiving allies from the most unex- 
pected quarters. 


The noble Earl who moved the Motion 
now before your Lordships has drawn 
attention to a most important speech 
which was delivered last week by General 
Sir Neville Lyttelton. I was prepared to 
read a number of extracts from this 
speech, but, as Lord Wemyss has done 
so, I will not trouble the House with 
them. I must, however, draw attention 
to one particular phrase. General 
Lyttelton, after stating that he felt no 
confidence whatever in the coming 
scheme, stated that he did not like the 
French word “conscription,” and pre- 
ferred to use the English words, ‘‘com- 
pulsory service’’; and, referring to com- 
pulsory service, he said he disagreed with 
the Norfolk Commission, who wanted com- 
pulsory service for liome defence. The 
only explanation you can put upon this 
is that Sir Neville Lyttelton wants it for 
foreign service. I believe he has already 
withdrawn some of his expressions, but 
the most important part of his speech 
was the sentence with which he con- 
cluded , 





““When I speak of even a modified form ot 
compulsory service IT am not speaking as an 
official, but it will come one of these days.” 

That is what we have to bear in mind. 
Whether he approves of it or not we 
know what he anticipates. General 
Lyitelton is not only a very highly 
distinguished soldier; he is the first 
military member of the Army Council, 
and he is practically our English Chief of 
the Staff. He announced that he was 
only speaking for himself. I contend 
that aman in his position is quite unable 
to speak for himself in his private 
capacity. This is not an utterance of an 
irresponsible person. 
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General Lyttelton is not a man who} 


can be described as rash or indiscreet. 
His words must inevitably carry great 
weight, not only in Parliament, but 
throughout the country; and what do they 
mean? Well, they mean this, either 
that he despairs of solving the military 
problem, or that he thinks the coming 
scheme is hased upon the probability of 
its popularity in the country rather than 
upon securing the national safety. In 
any case, I am sorry to say that this 
sneech sugges‘s that as much indecision, 
if not chaos, prevai's under the present 
conditions at the War Office as in former 
days; and with regard to what is now 
taking place at the War Office, I cannot 
help | eing reminded of that phrase which 
I have often heard applied to continually 
changing French Governments, ‘“ plus 
cela change plus ¢est la méme chose.” 


I am not one of those persons who 
have ha‘itually abused the War Office. 
I have never indulged in what I have 
always thought has been sense'ess abuse 
of the War Office, because I think it 
absurd to charge the War Office with the 
shortcomings of our mi'itary administra- 
tion; but I do not think anvone, how- 
ever ignorant, can fail to reco mis2 the 
want of purpose. the want of decision, 
and the want of a definite policy which 
characterise the management of our 
militar’ affairs. We have within a ver, 
recent period witnessed the introduction 
and the abandonment of a most am- 
bitious and far-reaching scheme. We 
learn from the Duke of Norfo'k’s Com- 
1ission that not so long ago the Defence 
Committee had no clear idea of the pur- 
pose for which the Militia and Volunteers 
existed. We witnessed quite recently 
the Prime Minister appointing a Com- 
mission to deal with this most important 
question, and then airily, and probvabiy 
without having read the evidence, say- 
ing he would not have anything to do 
\ith their recommendations. And nox, 
to crown it all, we have the First Miiitary 
Lord practically throwing over the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Viscount HARDINGE: My Lords, we 
are indebted to the noble Ear! for tring- 
ing this question to the notice of your 
Lordships’ House. Speaking as a Militia 
officer, I can say that all the members of 
the force, officers, 
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' of their cause. 
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officers, and men, will be glad to think 
they have the noble Earl as the champion 
We have in this House 
several noble Lords who are commanding 
officers of Militia, including two members 
of His Majesty’s Government, and for 
that reason the Militia had every hope 
that their interests and welfare would 
be in good hands; but if rumour 
is true, that is not the case. We 
are told that the Secretary of State for 
War, with the sanction of His Majesty’s 
Government, proposes to abolish the 
Militia altogether. If such is the case, I 
feel sure that most of your Lordships will 
agree with the statement which appeared 
in the Standard last week, to the effect 
that the idea of destroying the Militia 
will be received not so much with in- 
dignation as with astonishment that such 
a proposal could ever be seriously put 
forward by a responsible Government. 
I think I am perfectly justified in asking 
the noble Earl the Under-Secretary of 
State for War whether that rumour is 
true or not, and, if it is t-ue, how it 
appeared in the newspapers—in the 
Standard and the Daily Express—before 
it was proclaimed to the world by the 
Secretary of State for War. No wonder 
the senior Military Lord on the War 
Office Counc:l, when making a speech the 
other evening, said that his mind was 
uneasy. It is perfectly true, as he 
stated, that the Army at the present 
moment is not only short of men, but 
that the men are short in stature. If 
the Secretary of State for War thinks 
that that is going to be rectified by the 
abolit:on of the Militia, I think it will be 
some time before the mind of the gallant 
officer to whom | have referred is made 
any easier. Until I hear it officially 
announced I shall refuse to believe the 
astounding rumour that the Militia is to 


be abol'shed. 


Personally, Iam in favour of com- 
pulsory serv-ce. I am not, however, a 
supporter of the ballot; and I would 
remind the House that the Duke of 
Norfolk’s Commission declared that com- 
pulsory service for home defence is 
preferable to the ballot. I concur with 
the noble Earl in his tribute to the 
members of this Commission. I think 
they deserve the gratitude of the nation 
for speaking the plain truth, and telling 
the people that the country is, so far as 
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its defence ‘s concerned, living in a fool’s 
paradise. The noble Duke told us the 
other day that that was the reason why 
all the members of his Comm ’ssion were 
unanimous in saying there must be 
compulsory service of some kind. 


When a fortnight ago my noble friend 
Lord Newton called attent’‘on to the 
Report of the Esher Committee, the 
only noble Lord, other than the two 
members of the Government, who spoke 
against compulsory service was the noble 
and gallant Lord who commands the 
Gloucesteish're Militia. The noble 
and gallant Lord said he dd 
not think the count y was ripe for such 
asystem. I believe that if the change 
is not necessary now, it never will be. 


opinion of most commanding officers of 
Militia. He will find that most of them 
agree with the Duke of Richmond, who 
commands a Militia regiment and was 
one of those who signed the Report of 
the Norfolk Commission favouring com- 
pulsory service. 
would rather take the opinion of the 


roble Duke, who has had longer expe‘i- | 


ence in the Militia, than that of the noble 
Lord. On the other hand, however, the 
noble Lord (Earl Bathurst) has on his 


side the Under-Secretary of State for | 


War. The Under-Secretary stated the 
other day that his 1eason for opposing 
compulsory service was that it would 
involve considerable expenditure, but 
that does not agree with the Report of 


{LORDS} 


ne ! |modern war is a scientific matter. 
The opinion of Lord Bathurst is not the | 
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would be scorned and repudiated by 
every man calling himself an Englishman. 
I would prefer to rely upon the noble and 
patriotic instincts of the people, well 
drawn out in the cartoon in Punch last 
week, whe e we find a humourist not afiaid 
to put the truth, which is that an island 
Power should o-ganise its fo:ces on the 
basis of national duty. This isan example 
which we have received f.om our ally 
Japan. The lesson that is taught us 
surely gives ample food for reflection, 
especially when we think that in this vast 
population of ou s only one man out of 
every ten does any actual se vice for his 
country. 


We have learned in South Af.ica that 
We 
therefore do not want men who, when 
emergency atises, 1ush to a’ms and _ be- 
‘come food for powder. The day of 


putting a pik» in @ man’s hand 
at the last moment has tong, 
since gone by. For this reason we 





I think Militia officers | 


| require the best of the manhood of the 
pation, not the men we have been getting 
| of Jate. and they can only be obtained, in 
my opinion, by some form of compulsory 
service. I know one of the great argu- 





ments against compu!sory service is that 
| if we had such service for home defence, 
we would not get the men for our volun- 
|teer Army to serve abroad and in India. 
|In my opinion we wou'd get men to join 
|the Army then who had never thought 
| of joining it before, in the same way as 
|/many men who are in the Army now 


the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission, for|haye gone in through the Miitia and 
they stated that, after having gone | wou!d never have gone into the Army if 
thoroughly into the subject, they con- | there had not been a Militia Force. This 
sidered that under compulsory service | jg only the second time that I have had 
the expenditure would be a great deal | the honour of addressing your Lordships’ 





less than at present. 


Another reason given by the Under- 
Secretary for opposing .compulsory ser- 
vice was the difficulty of getting skilled 
instructors. Surely that is a matter for 
legislation. If other countries who go in 
for compulsory service ate able to find 
instructors, surely they could be found 
in this country. In the same speech the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary said that 
if we were to lose command of the sea, 
we would be well advised to lay 
down our arms and sue for peace with the 
enemy—a proposal which, if I may say 
so without offence to the noble Earl, 

Viscount Hardinge. 


| House, and I thank you for the indul- 
/gence you have granted to me, I felt 
| that in the circumstances it was my duty, 
as an officer commanding a Milita 
battalion, to raise my voice in support 
| of the noble Lord’s Motion. 


Eart BATHURST: My Lords, I had 
not intended to address your Lordshiys 
to-night, and I only rise to say two or 
three words in answer to the remarks of 
my noble friend who has just sat down. 
He referred to a speech I made some ten 
days ago, and I am afraid he drew a 
wrong impression from it. I did not say 
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that I was not in favour of compulsion. | 
I said that I thought the country was not. 
ready and was not prepared to vote for | 
compulsion. I am, on the whole, in| 
favour of compulsion and still more in | 
favour of the Militia ballot, and I shall | 
have very great pleasure in supporting | 
the Motion now before your Lordships’ 
House. 


Lorp ROSMEAD: My Lords, the time 
has now arrived when someth‘ng will 
have to be done as regards the o!d con- 
stitutional force. I thoroughly azree 
with every word that has been said by 
the noble Earl who so eloquently brought 
forward this Motion. It will be impossibe 
for the Militia to continue as it is now. 
As your Lordships are aware, it becomes | 
weaker and weaker every year, and if the 
decrease continues it will in time cease to 
exist. I am sure your Lordships will 
agree with me when I say that it would 
be a serious loss to the nation if a force 
like the Militia, which has rendered such 
excellent service in the past, should cas> 
to exist, and therefore I consider it 
essential that some drastic steps 
should be taken to ensnre its remaining 
apart of His Majesty’s fo:ces. The 
noble Earl, as I understand, is in favour 
of the ballot being amended and brought 
up to date so that it could be enforced. 
With that I entirely agree. I am not 
speaking without some experience of the 
Militia before going into the Regular 
Army, and I have had experience of it 
since. For at present I have the honour 
of holding a commission in that force. 


The ballot is either a good or a bad. 
substitute. If it is a bad one it should 
be repealed; if is a good one it should 
be applied; but as it is at present it is 
worse than useless. The ballot looks like 
the beginning of conscription or compul- 
sory service, and, ugly as it may sound 
to a nation which has always prided it- 
selfon maintaining a voluntary Army, 
I venture to think the time is not far off 
when some form of modified compulsory 
service will have to be adopted if we are 
going to maintain such a strong and 
effective Army as isnecessary. The time 
now appears to be ripe when a commence- | 
ment should be made in that direction by 
enforcing ballot for the Militia, and I | 
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therefore trust your Lordships will support 
the Motion moved by the noble Earl. 


*Tux Ear, op DONOUGHMORE: My 
Lords, I should, of course, be the very 
last to question the right of any Member 


'of your Lordships’ House to initiate a 


d'scussion upon any subject at any time ; 


| but still I cannot help thinking that my 


position is rather a difficult one this after- 
noon, and at the same time it is, certainly 
to mysz2lf,and possibly to noble Lords, 
rather an unsatisfactory one. Your 
Lordships are aware that the Prime 
Minister has made a statement this after- 
noon to the effect that the Secretary of 
State for War will make his statement 
upon a scheme of Army reform on 
Thursday next. Naturally I have no 
intention of saying anything this evening 
which would in any way foreshadow that 
statement, and I am sure thac in saying 
that your Lordships will acquit me of any 
want of respect to the House. But 
when a big scheme of Army or any other 
reform is to be introduced it is 


only right that the principal Minis- 
ter concerned — should make his 


statement hims2lf and should make it as 
a concrete whole. For this reason 
I would ask the noble Viscount behind 
me, Lord Hardinge, to be a little patient. 
He has accepted certain rumours that 
have been about during the last few days 
as gospel truth and has asked me for a 
categorical affirmation or denial. I would 
ask the noble Viscount, and I am sure he 
will meet me so far, to be patient until 
Thursday next, when he can hear the 
scheme of my right hon. friend in its 
completeness, and I am sure your Lord- 
ships will then be very glad to listen to 
any criticisms or remarks that he may 
have to make upon it. 


As regards the Motion which is before 
us my noble friend Lord Newton said 
that anybody could vote for it, suggesting 
presumably that it really does not commit 


| anybody to anything in particular, that 


it does not commit noble Lords who 
support it to compulsory service, to the 
ballot, or to anything else. It is per- 
fectly true that the words of the Motion 
do not contain either the words compul- 
sory service or the ballot, but still I think 
any noble Lord who is acquainted with 
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the noble Earl, Lord Wemyss, knows 
pe.fectly well what was in his mind when 
he put this Motion down, and knows 
perfectly well, if he has read the report 
of the debate in 1883 which is referred to 
in the Motion, that after all it is to the 
principle of the ballot that the noble Ear! 
wishes to commit the House; and noble 
Lords who go into the lobby with the 
noble Earl must do so with the full con- 
sc ousness that they ae pledging them- 
selves to the ballot, and to the ballot 
definitely. Before passing on to the 
more general quest.on I wou'd ask to be 
allowed tosay a wo:d upon a speech that 
has been very much quoted—I refer to 
the speech made last week by my friend 
Sir Neville Lytte'ton. The noble Lo:d 
behind me, Lo:d Newton, said that Sir 
Neville Lyttelton had already withdrawn 
part of that speech. 


Lorp NEWTON: 
letter to the Westminster 
Saturday. 


He did so in a 
Gazette of 


*THr Ear, oF DONOUGHMORE: I 
do not know anything about a letter in 
the Westminster Gazette, but I have here 
a copy of a letter published in the 
Standard, in which Sir Neville Lyttelton 


did not withdraw anything _ that 
he said, but repudiated the inter- 
pretation that had been put upon 


the speech in certain quarters, which 
is a very different story. Sir Neville 
L-ttelton has teen quoted in your Lord- 
shirs’ House to-day and elsewhere as 
being in favour of compu'sory service. 
The noble Earl, Lord Wemyss, quoted part 
of Sir Neville Ly ttelton’s speech, but did 
not quote one sentence, which, I think, is 
very germane to this discussion. It is a 
sentence towards the end of the speech. 
Sir Neville had already said that he pre- 
ferred the words ‘compulsory service,” 
to conscription, and he proceeded— 

* He did not now put it forward.” 

When Sir Neville Lyttelton says definite- 
ly that he does not now put the policy 
of compulsory service forward, it is not 
quite fair to claim him as being in the same 
camp as those who have been advocating 
compu'sory service in your Lordships’ 
House this evening. But I have gone 

The Eurl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 
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further. I have seen Sir Neville Lyttelton 
twice upon this point and have ascer- 
tained his views a little more definitely 
than they are shown in the very different 
reports that there are of his speech as made 
the other night. I do not like quoting 
the opinion of any individual member 
of the Army Council, but I think your 
Lordships will realise that this is an es- 
ceptional occasion. Sir Neville Lyttelton 
authorises me to say that he recognises at 
once that public opinion is not in favour 
of any form of compulsory service. 


*Tue Ear: or WEMYSS: Why? 

THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
will prove that to the noble Ear! before 
sitting down. Sir Neville Lyttelton 
recognises that public opinion is not in 
favour of any form of compu'sory service, 
and, as he said in his speech, he has no 
desire to introduce it now. He does not 
like compulsion for its own sake, but he 
cannot keep out of his mind the possi- 
bility of some day being forced to adopt 
it. He is in favour of doing everything 
he can to avoid it. 


*THEe Eart or WEMYSS: They have 
been doing that for forty years. 


Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
And I hope they will continue doing it 
for another forty years. As I have said, 
Sir Neville Lyttelton is in favour of 
trying everything to avoid adopting it, 
and for that reascn he entirely supports 
the scheme which will be put forward by 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
of State for War on Thursday next. 
That is what I am authorised by Sir 
Neville Lyttelton to say, and I think 
that statement will, perhaps, make 
matters clearer than they have been on 
thissubject. Toreturn to the question of 
compulsory service. My noble friend 
Lord Newton mentioned that I en- 
deavoured the other day to prove to 
your Lordships that there was a great 
difference between compulsory service, a8 
advocated by him and by the Norfolk 
Commission, and the ballot, and he said 
he was unable to follow my string of 
reasoning. If I remember rightly, I do 





not think I produced any string of 
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reasoning. I produced a quotation from 
the evidence given before the Commission 
by the noble Earl Lord Wemyss, whom 
I recognised as the greatest living 
authority on the subject of the ballot. 


1169 


Lorp NEWTON: What the noble 
Earl argued was that Lord Methuen, who 
gave evidence in favour of the Militia 
ballot, was, in consequence of that, 
opposed to personal universal service. 


*THeE Earp or DONOUGHMORE: 
That was in another part of my speech. 
The noble Earl, Lord Wemyss, said most 
distinctly in his evidence :— 

“Universal obligation is alleviated by the 
chance selection of a few. Thus, the ballot is 
quite distinct from Continental universal con- 
scription.” 

It was on that that I relied in claiming 
that there was an absolute difference 
between enforcing everybody to serve 
and the ballot. Viscount Hardinge and 
my noble friend Lord Newton said a great 
deal this afternoon upon the subject of 
compulsory service, but I c'a'm that 
that has nothing whatever to do with 
What is advocated by the noble Earl 
in this Motion. We have already had 
a debate upon the subject of universal 
compulsory service as advocated by the 
Royal Commission, and if your Lordships 
choose to have another one I shall, of 
course, attempt to take my part in it; 
but [ do not think it is necessarv for me 
to go in any detail into the various argu- 
ments that have been brought forward 
on the subject this evening. 

I will confine my attention more 
particularly to the ballot, which is 
advocated by Lord Wemyss. The noble 
Earl quoted a number of authorities as 
being in favour of the ballot. He read 
out as distinguished a list of names as 
could be found in English history. I 
should have thought, as regards some of 
the earlier names, that we might have 
claimed that conditions had changed a 
little. Mr. Pitt, after all, did not know 
What a battleship was that was driven by 
steam. But I do wish to draw 
your Lordships’ attention to the last 


name quoted by the noble Lord, namely, | 


that of my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs. The noble 


Marquess’s opinions are well known in| 
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your Lordships’ House. I presume the 
noble Earl based his inclusion of the 
noble Marquess upon the fact that my 
noble friend introduced a Militia Ballot 
Bill two years ago, but, if I remember 
rightly, it was made perfectly clear on 
that occasion, and I think Lord Newton 
recognises that fact, that the Bill was 
simply brought in, if I may use a phrase 
I have heard used with considerable effect 
by Lord Ribblesda'e, as a sort of pilot 
balloon. It was brought in as illustrat- 
ing the form such a Bill should take if 
carried through Parliament. It was 
made quite clear that it was not the in- 
tention of the Government to pass it, 
and that the Government had no inten- 
tion of adopting the ballot as a definite 
policy. 

After all, what are our objections to 
the ballot? Firstly, there is the fact— 
and this has not been recognised by nob'e 
Lords this afternoon who have been 
quoting the Duke of Norfoik’s Comm s- 
sion—that that Commission rejected the 
ballot in no equivocal terms. They re- 
jected it because they said it was un- 
suited to the conditions of this country ; 
they rejected it because it would press 
unfairly upon the poorer classes; they 
rejected it owing to its general unfair- 
ness and generai unsuitability. We 
entirely accept and agree with ail those 
contentions. I would add that we do 
consider that the use of the ballot for 
the Militia would considerably increase 
our difficulties in getting voluntary 1e- 
cruits for our Regular Army—difficulties 
which are quite great enough at the pre- 
sent moment. As the noble Earl, Lord 
Wemyss, has alluded in his Motion to the 
debate which took place in 1883, per- 
haps I may be allowed to read a few lines 
from the speech delivered on that occa- 
sion by the noble Duke the late Duke of 
Cambridge, who was then Commander-in- 
Chief. The noble Duke said— 

“‘ The noble Marquess at the head of the War 
Office and the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War were endeavour- 
ing to find the best means of bringing 
the Line up to its full strength. Until that had 
been done they could not force recruiting for 
the Militia, because by so doing they would 
injure recruiting for the Line.” 

I venture to think those words from His 
late Royal Highness will find general 
agreement in your Lordships’ House 
this evening. 
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I now come to the last argument which 
I would bring to your Lordships’ notice 
as to our objection to the baliot. It has 
been characterised by the noble Earl as 
fear.of the voter. We object to the 
noble Lord’s proposal because we have 
the strongest evidence—it is stronger 
now than ever before—that the ballot 
would be very unpopular in the country. 
We have the evidence that was given ke- 
fore the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission. 
The question was asked of eighteen 
witnesses whether they thought that 
the ballot would be popularly or 
unpopularly received in this country. 
Four of the witnesses answered that 
they thought it would be popular, and 
fourteen in the negative, and I would re- 
nind your Lordships who those witnesses 
were. First there was the noble Ear] 
himself, who told the Commission about 
his 400 circulars. I do not think, my 
Lords, that the 400 individuals the noble 
Farl wrote to can possibly be fairly 
claimed as representing the whole of the 
nation. Butstill the noble Earl said, and 
his experience is greater than anybody 
e'se’s, that wherever he had spoken in 
favour cf the Militia ballot he had heard 
no word of hostility. I presume he ex- 
cepted your Lordships’ House, because 
I believed the noble Earl has asked your 
Lordships on several occasions, without 
success, to affirm the principle of the 
ballot. The second witness who said he 
thought the ballot would not be un- 
popular was Sir William Nicholson, a 
great authority, of course, who opined 
that the trades unions would like it 
as a help towards the solution of the ques- 
tion of the unemployed. The third wit- 
ness was Lord Methuen, who said he had 
not noticed a feeling against the ballot 
for the Militia; and, lastly there was 
Colonel Howarth, of Lancashire, who said 
he thought Lancashire would dislike 
it at first, but would get to like it in 
the end. Not very strong testimony 
perhaps my Lords, in favour of the 
the ballot! The four- 
who said that they 
thought the ballot would be very 
unpopular in the country included 
Sir Evelyn Wood, Sir W. F. Butler. 
Sir Henry Hildyard, Mr. R. W. Bur- 
bridge (General Manager of Harrod’s 
Stores, Ltd.), Mr. George F. Shee 


The Earl of Donousthmore. 


popularity of 
teen witnesses 
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the National Service 
League), and Colonels of regiments from 
Inverness, Glasgow, Lancashire, Bedford- 
shire, Buckinghamshire, and Surrey, two 
from South Wales, and one from Ire’and. 
That is testimony from a!l parts of the 
country, and testimony which, I think, 
your Lordships will admit is very valuable 
in this particu'ar. It is because, mn 
addition to the reasons I have given, that 
I think the Militia tallot would be 
unpopular in the country, and rightly 
unpopular because unjust, that I ask your 
Lordships to vote against the noble Earl’s 
Motion 
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*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I am 
sure that no one in th’s House will resent 
the Motion of my noble friend. We all 
in th's House admire the man who has 
strong convictions, and who, notwith- 
standing opposition and defeat, still holds 
to those convictions and brings them 
forward as opportunity offers. We 
admire, I need not say, the vigour and 
the energy and the e’oquence he d sp'a’ s, 
qualities which in a young man we might 
be proud of, but wh’ch when coming from 
him we admire all the more. The noble 
Viscount referred to rumours that were 
current with regard to what H's Majesty’s 
Government intended to do with regard 
to the Militia. I deprecate altogether 
fastening anv argument on rumours. I 
do not intend to do so. I feel that thisis 
a matter so grave and so important that 
a statement must come from the Govern- 
ment itself before we attach any import- 
ance to the rumour set atout in regard 
to th's matter. I do not blame my noble 
friend for having referred to it, but I 
think it right to state what view I hold 
on such a matter. 


The noble Earl who spoke so admirably 
for the War Office dealt with this ques- 
tien, and I heard from him for the first 
time that in another place the Prime 
Minister had announced that the Secre- 
tary for War would declare the policy of 
the Government on this subject next 
Thursday. I think it right, as here 
representing the Opposition, to claim for 
this House the privilege and right and 
opportunity of expressing also their 
opinion and of having a statement made 
to them on this subject. On a matter of 
finance we know our position. We know 
we are not able to criticise in detail or to 
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throw out in detail any measure of 
finance. But this is not a question of 
finance. No doubt eventually it will 
effect finance, but it is a principle of 
great national importance. It covers a 
great deal of ground. It will lay—I was 
going to say the foundations, but there 
have been so many foundations laid and 


ruthlessly torn up by the Government | 


who have laid them—it will lay down a 
great policy again; and it is only due to 
your Lordships’ House that you should 
have an opportunity of hearing from the 
responsible representative of the Govern- 
ment what the scheme is, and that your 
Lordships should have an opportunity of 
expressing an opinion. Therefore, I ask 
the noble Marquess, the Leader of the 
House, to respond to this appeal 
which I make, and to say _ that 
he will give this early opportunity. 


I now come to a matter exceedingly 
painful to me, because it concerns a near 
and dear friend of mine, who has lately 
achieved a high position at the War 
Office on the Military Council and who 
has within the last few days made a 
speech. I have the highest regard and 
affection for Sir Neville Lyttelton, and it 
is painful to me to refer in what must 
be, I am afra'd, a scmewhat critical 
mood to what he has stated. I hope 
that, if he has made what I fear may be 
a mistake in dealing with matters as he 
has done, it is from the novelty cf the 
position he ho!ds and to his not, perhaps, 
being aware what. as I at least think— 
and I do not know that the Government 
will differ fr¢m me—‘s the constitutiena! 
position in which he stands as a member 
of the Army Council. As the leading 
Military Adviser of the Secretary of State 
for War, he made a very important 
speech on this question last Thursday. 
The noble Earl has referred to it. and he 
has also referred to certain explanaticns 
that have been given. But what do they 
amount to? The explanations certa‘nly 
amount to this—-that, though the ques- 
tion may not be imminent, the Chief 
Military Adviser of the Secretary of 
State has declared opinions which cer- 
tainly, so far as I know, do not agree 
with those of His Majesty’s Government. 
No doubt there have been two letters 
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| written by him explaining his speech; 
but I confess I do not think myself that 


these letters materially alter the situa- 
tion. He alludes in the first instance to 
the scheme which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were about to announce, and, as 
an old soldier, he says that he looks with 
doubt upon it and has considerable fear 
of what may be the result. 


I venture to think that this brings be- 
fore us in a very marked—in a very serious 
—way the positicn of the Army Council. 
I do not know exactly whether the Army 
Council is based on the model of the 
Board of Admiralty. In my opinion, 
every member of the Board of Admiralty, 
as a member of the Government, is not 
entitled to make, and does wrong in 
making, a statement on a question 01 
which he differs from the Government. 
I am afraid very much that Sir Neville 
Lyttelton may have exceeded the proper 
limits by stating that his views differed 
from those of His Majesty’s Governmente 
I have made these remarks with the 
greatest possible pain, but I hope that 
Sir Neville Lyttelton’s action has arisen 
from a misconception on his part of his 
position. I hope we may have some full 
explanation of Sir Neville Lytte!ton’s 
views. Iam sure that he is a man of 
such honour and good sense that he will 
be ready to understand his position ; for 
I feel it is of the greatest importance 
with regard to th's new branch of 
administration at the War Office that 
they and the pub'ic shou'd understand 
exactly how they stand in regard to 
making ind*p2ndent sp:eches on such 
important subjects, and that a member 
of the Military Council cannot speak, 
while holding that office, as a private indi- 
vidual. I have made these remarks with 
every wish to be perfectly fair to my 
friend and relative, and I feel quite sure 
that his action arose from the novelty of 
his position, As I hope we are to have an 
important debate on the subject of the 
Army, I shall reserve my opinion on a 
great many questions which be!ong to that 
subject. I hope my nob!e friend will not 
divide the House. 


*Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Certainly ] 
shall. 
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Eart SPENCER: Well, if he does it | 
will be my personal duty to vote against 
him, because I do not think it would be 
possible for anyone reading the division 
list not to infer that those who voted 
with my noble friend were in favour of 
the ballot or in favour of conscription. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
Lanspowne): My Lords, I have heard 
with great relief the announcement 
of the noble Earl opposite that he 
had no intention of pressng us for a 
premature statement on the Government 
Aimy scheme. It would obviously be 
unfair, both to the authors of the scheme 
and to your Lo-dships’ House, that it 
should be disclosed by fragments in the 
course of a debate like this. But we 
admit the reasonableness of the noble 
Earl’s demand that your Lordships should 
be given a full opportunity of cons:dering 
and discussing the Government scheme, 
although I do not think I can specify 
at this moment the precise form in which 
the opportunity may be given or the 
particular date at which it may be 
affoided to the House. I regret that we 
should have been obliged to postpone to 
a comparatively late period of the session 
the disclosure of our views on this im- 
portant subject; but I do appeal with 
some confidence to the indulgence of 
your Lordships, because I think it can 
scarcely be denied that the task on which 
the War Office has been engaged is one 
of the most difficult tasks which has ever 
fallen to the lot of a public Department. 


We are endeavouring to reconstitute 
one of the most complicated Army 
systems known to any country. We are 
endeavouring to do so by the light of 
recently acquired experience and in 
view of new principles which have not 
been sufficiently recognised until very 
recently. The difficulty is increased by 
the all-pervading question of expense, 
which has to be taken into account when 
we consider the rapid growth of the 
Aimy and Navy Estimates during the 
last few years; and last, but not least, 
we have endeavoured to do these things 
amidst the pressure and turmoil of a 
busy session of Parliament. I hope your 
Lordships will not think that we have 
been playing with this subject or trifling 
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with the House because we have not been 
able to come before you with our pro- 
posals at an earlier moment. 


The noble Earl devoted a considerable 
portion of h's remarks ,to a speech 
delivered by Sir Neville Lyttelton. Let 
me say at once that, as a question of 
general principle, I agree with the noble 
Earl opposite in thinking that speeches 
on these subjects by military officials, 
holding high positions, are not desirable, 
and are, as far as possible, to he 
avoided; but in this case Sir Neville 
Lyttelton was placed in a somewhat 
embarrassing position. He was taking 
part in one of those festivities in 
which we all have to take part from 
time to time. He was zalled upon unex- 
pectedly to make a speech, and he spoke, 
I am sure, with the utmost frankness, 
straight from his heart. But did he 
really do anything that amounted to or 
cou'd ke represented as throwing over his 
official chief? He admitted he had mis- 
givings as to the Government scheme; 
but if you can show me anyone who will 
put forward a scheme of Army reorganisa- 
tion and will say that he does so without 
misgivings, I shall wonder at, but I shall 
not admire, the confidence of that 
individual. 
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*Eart SPENCER: He would not say 
it. 


*THeE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
If, in those circumstances, Sir Neville 
Lyttelton’s faith in the War Office schema 
was the kind of faith which is sometimes 
represented as connected with honest 
doubt, I do not think we can greatly 
blame him. But Sir Neville Lyttelton, 
so far from saying or suggesting anything 
to give the idea that he was not at one 
with the Secretary of State’s scheme, has 
most distinctly intimated that he approves 
of it, and thinks it the best scheme which 
can be devised in the circumstances. It 
is true that he made the reservation that 
in his opinion a really satisfactory scheme 
such as, I presume, a soldier and non- 
politician would approve could not be 
arrived at without some form of com- 
pulsion; but he expressly intimated that 
he regarded compulsion as being for the 
time out of the question, and he avoided 
putting any such proposal forward. I, 
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therefore, do not think that Sir Neville 
Lyttelton’s observations were of a kind 
that merits animadversion on the part of 
your Lordships. 


There is one other matter as to which 
I should like to say a word. The noble 
Ear! at the Table and Lord Newton both 
quoted me as an authority in support 
of the Militia ballot, and they cited the 
fact that I had introduced into your 
Lordships’ House a Militia Ballot Bill as 
conclusive evidence on that point. I feel 
bound to refresh the otherwise excellent 
memories of the noble Lords as to the 
circumstances in which that Bill was laid 
on the Table of the House. We had had 
many discussions on the ballot, and I 
had been constrained by the eloquent 
arguments of the noble Earl to admit that 
the machinery of the ballot was in an 
obsolete and unsatisfactory condition. 
The ballot, as the noble Earl knew, was, 
and is, the law of the land, although 
it is suspended from year to vear 
by special legislation; and I was bound 
to admit that, so long as the ballot was 
the law of the land, it was reasonable to ask 
that the machinery for enforcing it should 
be in such a condition as to render it 
reasonably possible that, if we had ever 
to resort to the ballot, that machinery 
could be made to work. 


I took the advice of my lezal advisers 
on the subject and [ introduced the Bill, 
expressly guarding m\self against the 
suggestion that I was in favour of the 
ballot; and I think I am right in saying 
that the noble Earl twitted me not alittle 
on my want of courage in taking that 
course. I do not think the omens are at 
this moment propitious for proposals for 
introducing the ballot. It has received 
a rude shaking from the Report of the 
Duke of Norfolk’s Commission. At any 
rate it is out of the question that we 
should at a moment like this take upa 
proposa! to introduce the ballot. I will 
not again travel over the ground which 
the noble Earl who represents the War 
Office has so fully occupied. I have 
listened, as we all have, with admiration 
to the speech of the noble Earl, and I 
think the debates which he elicits on 
occasions like this serve a good purpose, 
for they enable us to consider these 
matters and to hear the views of noble 
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Lords who are connected with the Milit‘a 
and take an interest in its affairs. But 1 
am afraid that for all practical purposcs 
the Motion which he has put on the Paper. 
and which, if it means anything, is a 
suggestion in favour of the ballot is one 
which we cannot possibly accept, and if 
itis pressed to a division we shall have to 
vote against it. 


*THE Eart or WEMYSS: I merely 
quoted Sir Neville Lyttelton as showing 
that he was not happy about the new Gov- 
ernment scheme of Army reform. As to 
the etiquette of his making such a speech, 
in view of his position on the Defence Com- 
mittee, I know nothing. But at any 
rate we know this, that whatever the 
measure of the Government may be which 
is to be produced on Thursday next, it 
does not make the first military authority 
on the Defence Committee very happy. 
We have heard from the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
that the War Office have got a most 
difficult and complicated task in re- 
constituting the Army. I have always 
held that it is the simplest thing in the 
world if the Government would only do 
their duty. We are the only nation in 
the world, civilised or uncivilised, which 
has a military system which is not en- 
forced by those who are responsible for 
the safety of the nation. As to the sup- 
posed need of producing a measure which 
would not be unpopular, I have ne. -~ 
known the public and the nation refuse 
that which the responsible officers of the 
Crown, answerable for the safety 
of the nation, told them was necessary, 
no matter whether it was disagreeable to 
them or not; and on that position I stand. 
I thank the noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition for the kind way in which he 
spoke about myself. 


As to my noble friend Lord Lansdowne 
being quoted by me as in favour of the 
ballot, I would explain that it arose from 
my noble friend having said in this 
House three years ago that the power of 
the ballot in a case of emergency was a 
power with which he would not readily 
dispense. I then urged that it would 
not do to wait till an emergency did 

arise before beginning to deal with an 
| Act which my noble friend had admitted 
2Z 
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was obsolete. I then prcssed him to 
bring forward a Bill which, as long as 
the ballot remained the law of the land, 
would enable it to be put in force, and 
the result was that my noble friend 
brought in a Bill, but he put it down, 
not as a measure to make an obsol:te 
Act operative, but as showing the sort of 
Bill that the Government would bring in 
to make the ballot effective when emer- 
gency arose. You have not the courage 
to repeal an Act which you say you can- 
not enforce because it is unpopular, but 
you do not make it so that you can 
enforce it in case of emergency. The 
position taken up by the Government is 
an absolutely untenable one. The noble 
Earl the Under-Secretary quoted Mr. 
Shee. I have had a correspondence with 
that gentleman, whc wrote to me, object- | 
ing to the Militia ballot on the ground | 
that it was invidious. I am still waiting | 
for an answer to my last letter to Mr. | 
Shee, in which I in substance said— | 

‘You oall the ballot a hardship, while I 
should call it a hardship if, needlessly, the | 
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whole country had to go like foreigners into 
compulsory Militia service, of which the ballot, 
like decimation, is an alleviation.” 


I feel so strongly upon this that I shall 
divide the House as.an expressicn of my 
own opinion that the Militia ought to be 
kept up to its full strength and should ba 
so raised that it does not compete with 
the Regular Army for voluntary recruits. 
Your Lordships’ House is, as regards this 
Motion, in exactly the same position as it 
was twenty years ago. Then, as I said 
in my opening remarks, a Motion was 
brought forward in the same spirit as the 
one I have moved to-night. On that 
occasion both Front Benches were in 
combination against it. Thev are also 
combined aguinst it to-night ; but, not 
withstanding that, I will still hope there 
is independence and public spirit enough 
in your Lordships’ House to secure for the 
Motion substantial support. 


On Question, their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 21; Not-contents, 59. 
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HOOSE OF 
Monday, 11th July, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


COMMONS. 


~--—_—_ 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Buxton Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 


THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 
3) Bill [Lords]; Scotch Education De- 
partment Provisional Order Confirmation 


(Edinburgh) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 

Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and 


passed, without Amendment. 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; a clause added ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Loch Leven Water Power Bill. As 
amended, considered. Ordered, That 
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Standing Orders 223 and 243 be sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


Tynemouth Corporation Bill {Lords}. 
As amended, considered ;_ to be read the 
third time. 


Bridlington Corporation Bill [Lords]; 
Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[Lords]; Lord Tredegar’s Supplementa! 
Estate Bill [Lords]. Read a second 
time, and committed. 


Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers) Bill [Lords]; Manchester Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill [Lords]; Scaris- 
brick Estate (Amendment) Bill [Lords] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation Bill; Dunfermline District 
Water Order Confirmation Bill; Glasgow 
Corporation (Police) Order Confirmation 
Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Pro- 


visional Orders (No. 11) Bill, Read the 
third time, and pissed. 
LONDON PORT AND DOCKS BILL 


(By ORDER.) 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bed- 
fordshire, Biggleswade) moved that the 
Order for the Second Reading of the 
London Port and Docks Bill be discharged 
and the Bill withdrawn. He said he did 
so on behalf of the promoters and as a 
Director of tha London and India Docks 


Company. In 1902 the Government 
introduced a Bill called the Port of 
London Bill, which was _ promoted 
to purchase the dock companies’ 
undertakings. Since then that Bill 


had passed through alternate periods 
of slumber and wakefulness till at 
last, wearied out, it had fallen asleep 
altogether. They who represented the 
trade of the Port of London had always 
disapproved of the principles on which 
that Bill was founded, and for that reason 
they promoted their own private Bill, 
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which they considered carried out better 
the intentions of the Royal Commission. 
The President of the Board of Trade 
constantly told them that the Govern- 
ment Bill was not to be dropped, and for 
that reason they had postponed, from 
time to time, their own Bill and gave him 
all the assistance in their power to pass 
the Government Bill. 
a grievance in this matter, because they 
had incurred a great deal of expenditure, 
on behalf of his company particularly, 
and also because their Bill, having been 
postponed so often, had now to be with- 
drawn. Neither this nor any other 
Government should interfere directly with 
trade, as procrastination in this matter 
had caused a great deal of dislocation of 
trade. 


Order discharged. Bill withdiawan, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Great 
Zastern Railway Bill; North-Western 
Electricity and Power Gas Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments to—Clyde Valley Elec- 
trical Power Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to continue and amend The 
Light Railways Act, 1896.” [Light Rail- 
ways Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade, under The Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Altrincham Urban 
District Council Tramways, Calverley 
Urban District Council Tramways, 
Crompton Urban District Council Tram 
ways, Plymouth Corporation Tramways, 
Rochdale Corporation Tramway, Royton 
Urban District Council Tramways, and 
Wardle Urban District Council Tram- 
way.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under The Gas 
and? Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870, 
relating to Bradfield Water, Cholderton 
and District Water, Elham Valley Water, 
Frimley and Farnborough District Water, 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 
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[Water Orders Confimation Bill [Lords.] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; re. 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions fo: 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
265.] 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lor1s] 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 266.) 


PEFITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions against; from Aberkentig ; 
Aley Green ; Atherstone ; Attleborough 
(two); Barnes; Bedminster; Bucki>: 
Burton on Trent; Chilvers Coton; Daw- 
lev; Desford; Drighlington; East Holy- 
well ; Edinburgh (four); Flitwick : 
Forest Hill; Frenchay ; Gaddesden Row: 


Glasgow ;  Hartshill (two); Hawes: 
Hebron; Hoyland Common; Hoyland 


Nether ; Ilford; Lowerhouse ; Maidstone ; 
Mickleover ; Mylor ; Newcastle on Tyne; 
Notting Hill; Nuneaton (three); Peck- 
ham ; Peckham Rye; Pentonville : 
Reading (four); Redcar; Richmond ; 
Snape; Stalvbridge: Studham; Thor- 
naby on Tees; Totterdown; Ventnor; 
Wentworth ; Wootton Wawen ; and 
York; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from the Royal. 
Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of 
Scotland; and Scottish Sabbath Protec- 

tion Association ; to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petition from Aberayron, for alteration, 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897. 
Petition from Rochester, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 30th June; Mr. Cochrane]; to 
jie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 246.] 
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POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 
PARCEL POST). 

Copy presented, of the Foreign and 
Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 9) 
Warrant, 1904, dated 21st June, 1904 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 7th July, 1904, declaring that 
Thomas Galler, skilled labourer, Royal 
Laboratory, War Offic:, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


WHALING AND WHALE-CURING 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of a Depart- 
mental Committee appointed by the 
Secretary for Scotland to inquire into 
the new Whale and Whale-curing Industry 
on the coast of Scotland and in the 
adjacent waters. Vol. II. Minutes of 
Evidence and Appendix [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regulations of the 
Board of Education,dated 11thJuly, 1904, 
providing for grants on account of the 
Education of Defective and Epileptic 
Children, and prescribing Conditions to 
be fulfilled by Certified Schools and 
(lasses for such Children [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 8, 1904). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relating to the Resignation of Sir Charles 
Kliot and to the Concession to the East 
Africa Syndicate [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3209 to 3212 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland on the Sea and 
Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1903. 
Part. I. General Report [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 
transferring to the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the borough of Lowestoft 
the powers conferred upon the East 
Anglian Light Railways Company by 
The East Anglian Light Railways Order, 
19C2, and amending that Order (Lowes- 
toft Corporation (East Anglian Transfer) 
Light Railways Order, 1904) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Rail- 
ways in the city of Ripon and inthe 
rural distict of Ripon, inthe West Riding 
of the county of York (Ripon and 
District Light Railways Order, 1904) [by 
Command]; to lie-upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Leek, Caldon Low, and 
Hartington Light Railways Order, 1898 
(Leek, Caldon -Low, and Hartington 
Light Railways (Extension of Time, ete.) 
Order, 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of a Light Railway from 
Witney, in the county of Oxford, to 
Andoversford, in the county of Gloucester 
(Witney, Burford, and Andoversford, 
Light Railway Order, 1904) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the county of Essex, in the 
borough of Southend-on-Sea and the 
urban district of Shoeburyness (South- 
end-on-Sea and District Light Railways 
(Extensions) Order, 1904) [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy. Copy of Appendix to the fifty- 
eighth Report of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy to the Lord Chancellor [by Act]; 
to be printed. [No. 247.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Civil Service Retirement Regulations. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, ,W.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Minute of 30th July, 1903, 
as to retirement at the age of sixty-five, is 
still operative ; if so,whether my Lords are 
still of opinion that in the case of civil 
servants on smaller salaries every con- 
sideration consistent with the: efficiency 
of the service should be shown; and 
whether the recent application of the 
Registrar- General of England for an 
extension in the case of John M. Millner, 
an abstractor, has been dealt with in 
accordance with this clause of the Trea- 
sury Minute. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The paragraph referred to was not in- 
tended to be of general application, but 
to meet a limited class of cases of hard- 
ship which arose immediately on the 
passing of the Order in Council of 29th 
November, 1898, and which are now not 
likely to recur. 


Return of Parish Charities (Scotland). 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
To ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
he will have the Return of Parish Chari- 
ties (Scotland), dated 19th April, 1894, 
brought down to date, and state therein 
the number of beneficiaries among whom 
these charities were distributed during 
the year 1903, and the administrative 
changes, if any, which have been effected 
under the first four sub-sections of Sec- 
tion 30 of the Local Government (Scot- 
land) Act, 1894, since it came into 
operation. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
I am prepared to grant the Return 
desired by the hon. Member. The exact 
form which it should take will require 
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consideration, and when this has been 
adjusted I shall communicate with him. 


Teaching of Hygiene in Scotch Schools. 

Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether the 
Scottish Education Department has 
received a statement from any members 
of the medical profession, who, in view 
of the serious physical and moral condi- 
tions of degeneracy and disease resulting 
from the neglect and infraction of the 
elementary laws of hygiene, desire the 
Board of Education to consider whether 
it would be possible to include in the 
curricula, both of elementary and second- 
ary schools, such teaching as may lead 
the young to appreciate the value of 
healthful physical conditions; and 
whether he will state the intentions of 
the Department with regard to this 
representation. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
No representation answering to the 
description of the hon. Member has been 
received by the Scotch Education De- 
partment. But the subject has been 
frequently brought before the Depart- 
ment, and is now occupying their atten- 
tion. I cannot commit the Department 
to any particular course of action in 
reply to a Question. 


Increase in Number of Aged Poor in 
Poorhouses in Scotland. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): To ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the large increase 
which has, during the last thirty years, 
taken place in the proportion of aged 
poor who are inmates of poorhouses in 
Scotland as compared with those receiv- 
ing outdoor relief ; whether he has any 
official information showing that this 
increase is due to a change of policy, 
involving aged persons being compelled 
in greater numbers to go into the poor- 
house without the alternative of out- 
door relief being offered them; and, if 
so, will he revert to the former practice 
of permitting the aged poor to receive 
relief in their own homes in all cases 
where they can so arrange. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
I am imformed by the Local Government 
Board that they are not in a position to 
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confirm the statement of the hon. 
Member in regard to relief of the aged 
poor. There has been no change of 
policy on the part of the Board in the 
direction indicated. 


Meal Reliefs in the General Post Office. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
likeston): To ask the Postmaster- 
(reneral whether he is aware that 
counter clerks stationed at the chief 
office, London, who commence duty 
at 6 a.m. and 6.45 a.m. are com- 
pelled to take their meal reliefs at 
10 a.m. and 10.30 a.m.; that they are 
prevented by the rules from leaving the 
building to obtain food, although the 
official refreshment branch is not open 
during these hours; and, if so, whether 
he will inquire into the subject with a 
view to making an alteration in the 
meal reliefs. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
arrangement to which the hon. Member 
refers was made at the request of the 
men themselves. A few days ago they 
asked for an alteration, and I find that 
their wishes have already been met. It 
would therefore appear that the informa- 
tion supplied to the hon. Membe-, and 
on which he based his Question, con- 
veyed an entirely erroneous impression. 


Structural Alterations at Roscrea Post 
Office—Claim of Mr. Acres. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask the Postmaster-General if 
he will explain why payment of £24 
claimed by Mr. Acres, late postmaster, 
Roscrea, county Tipperary, for struc- 
tural alterations made by him in the 
post office there, is refused, whilst he 
was paid £46 for fittings for said post 
office supplied at the same time; whether 
he is aware that these structural altera- 
tions include the letter receiver and 
certain woodwork inside the office ; that 
the Department offered Mr. Acres 2s. per 
month as long as they required the use 
of the property, and refused to allow Mr. 
Acres in January, 1903, to remove this 
property ; and whether, seeing that they 
are still in use in the post office, will pay- 


to him. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The office 
fittings were bought by the Department 
because they can be removed elsewhere, 
or disposed of when no longer required 
where they are. With regard to struc- 
tural alterations the case is different. 
The premises, including the letter box, 
woodwork, and other fixtures referred to, 
were taken as they now stand by the 
present postmaster, who refused to allow 
the removal of the fixtures; and the 
rent includes interest on the amount 
expended on structural alterations. The 
precise amount included in the rent for 
this purpose is 2s. per month; but I 
understand that Mr. Acres refused to 
accept this portion of the rent. 


Promotion ofa Learner in Portadown 
‘ost Office. 


Mr. WOOD; (Down, E.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General, whether he 
is aware that a learner with less 
than a year’s service at Portadown 
has been’ given charge of the 
receipt of mails, and deals exclusively 
with the registered letter work, whilst 
clerks of many years service are placed 
in subordinate positions; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the official evidence 
given before the Bradford Commission, 
he will inquire into the matter. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
having inquiry made, and I will commu- 
nicate the result to the hon. Member. 


Teaching of Hygiene in Schools. 


Sr JOHN LENG: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Educatior, 
whether the Board has received a 
statement from many members of the 
medical profession who, in view of the 
serious physical and moral conditions of 
degeneracy and disease resulting from 
the neglect and infraction of the elemen- 
tary laws of hygiene, desice the Board 
of Education to consider whether it 
would be possible to include in the 
curricula, both of elementary and 
secondary schools, such teaching as may 
lead the young to appreciate the value 
of healthful physical conditions; and 


‘whether he will state the intentions of 
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(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
The President of the Board received 
this afternoon a very influential deputa- 
tion, introduced by the hon. Member for 
West Aberdeenshire, who presented a 
petition signed by over 14,000 members of 
the medical profession. In reply the 
President expressed his hearty sympathy 
with the objects which the deputation 
had put before him, and detailed the 
steps which have been. and are being, 
taken to attain those objects in the 
training of teachers and other directions. 


Status and Pay of Naval School masters. 
Mr. YOXALL : To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if a circular concerning 
the conditions of recent promotions of 
naval schoolmasters to be head school- 
masters and head schoolmasters to be 
chief schoolmasters is to be promulgated ; 
and, if so, when; whether any improve- 
ments as to pay, pension, widows’ 
pension, and warrant rank are to be 
made; and whether it is proposed to 
improve the status and pay of the naval 
schoolmasters technically so-called. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) A 
circular letter to the Fleet on the sub- 
ject of chief and head schoolmasters has 
been prepared and will be issued shortly. 
It will contain full particulars of the new 
commissioned rank of chief schoolmaster. 
As regards the existing warrant rank of 
head schoolmaster the number of 
officers has been increased, their status 
raised, and the scale of widows’ pensions 
improved. Instructional allowances 
also have been attached to certain 
appointments open to officers of this 
grade. Full particulars of these changes 
will be included in the forthcoming 
circular letter. 


Substitution of Schools for Training Ships. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether it is proposed to 
discontinue the training of boys for the 
Royal Navy on board ship at Ports- 
mouth, and substitute training schools 
ashore elsewhere. 


(Answerel by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
“St. Vincent” being still serviceable 
there is no present intention to dis- 
continue training on board this ship. 
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Chinese Labour for the Transvaal—Pro- 
hibition by the Chinese Authorities at 
Canton. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he will state whether the Chinese 
authorities in the province of Canton 
prohibited the fuither recruitment 
of labourers for the Transvaal for the 
reason that the recent Anglo-Chinese 
Convention was being rendered nugatory 
through the shipment of labourers from 
the British port of Hong-kong instead 
of from a Chinese treaty port, as pro- 
vided in that Convention ; and, if not, 
what was the reason for this prohibition. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
IT have no information with regard to 
the Viceroy’s motives. 


Powers granted for Electric Power Supply 
to Districts, Return. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade when the Return re- 
specting proceedings under Acts granting 
powers for the supply of electric power 
to districts, to which he assented on the 
8th February last, may be expected to 
be in the possession of the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


The Return is ready, and will be pre- 
sented immediately. 


Infantile Mortality. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER: To ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, in view of the 


rate of infantile mortality in many 
populous districts, he will issue a cir- 
cular to boards of guardians in the 
large towns, calling attention to the facts 
connected with infantile mortality, and 
pointing out that no difficulty should be 
made to discourage poor people from 
applying for early medical aid when 
they or their children are exposed to 
danger from epidemic diseases. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 am 
advised that the high rate of infantile 
mortality in large towns is to a con- 
siderable extent due to improper feeding, 
and is by no means confined to children 
of the pauper class. I am not aware 
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that difficulties are made to discourage 
poor people, who would be proper 
recipients of relief, from applying for 
early medical aid in the circumstances 
referred to in the Question, but if 
the hon. Member is aware of cases of the 
kind, and will furnish me with particulars 
of them, I shall be happy to make 
inquiry with regard to them. At 
present there does not seem to me to be 
sufficient ground for issuing a circular of 
the kind suggested. 


Questions, 


Position of Debenture Holders of Irish 
Loan Fund Banks. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, if 
his attention has been called to the 
treatment of the debenture holders of 
the Irish Loan Fund Banks; is he aware 
that these depositors were guaranteed 
against loss by His Majesty’s Government, 
and that notwithstanding they have 
been paid no interest for years and that 
their capital cannot now be recovered ; 
that this state of things was produced by 
the carelessness of a Government 
Department in Dublin Castle, by the 
Loan Fund Board of Ireland, and of its 
Secretary ; and if, in view of these 
circumstances, he is prepared to refund 


| the money thus lost by these debenture 


holders. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Question is based on an entire miscon- 
ception of the facts. The Government 
has never guaranteed depositors in the 
Loan Fund Banks against loss. It has 
been frequently pointed out that the 
Government accepts no responsibility 
whatever for any losses that may have 
been incurred by depositors, and that the 
Executive exercises no control over the 
proceedings of the Board or the in- 
dividual societies working in connection 
with that Board. The reply to the 
Question is consequently in the negative. 
The Bill now before the House is intended 
to facilitate the collection of money due 
to the societies, and should it become law 
the position of debenture holders of 
-nsolvent societies will be materially 
mproved. 


The Irish Estates Commissioners. 
_ Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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Ireland if his attention has been called to 
the amount of work in the office of the 
Estates Commissioners, and that, notwith- 
standing, the Commissioners have issued 
directions to their inspectors that in 
estimating the value of non-judicial rents 
they are to carefully inspect and tabulate 
in detail the different farms, noting all 
the improvements; and, if so, whether 
he will consider the desirability of 
allowing an inspector to inspect the 
estate as a whole and furnish his report 
without entering so much into minute 
particulars. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Estates Commissioners have not issued 
any instructions of the character 
mentioned in the Question. 


Irish Poor Law Medical Officers’ Superan- 
nuation Bill. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that the Irish Poor 
Law Medical Officers’ Superannuation 
Bill has the support of nearly the whole 
body of Irish Members; and, if so, con- 
sidering the importance of this Bill, he 
will consent to make it a Government 
measure and pass it into law this 
session. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No, sir; 
I am not aware that the fact is as stated. 
I have more than once expressed the 
opinion that I should be glad to see a 
Bill become law that was designed to 
effect a settlement of the question of 
superannuation upon a basis fair and 
equitable and acceptable to all parties 
proposed to be affected. But the Bill 
before the House would not attain these 
objects. In my correspondence with the 
Poor Law Association I suggested the 
reconstruction of the measure upon a 
basis that would stand the test of 
actuarial criticism. Until this has been 
done the Government cannot consider 
the question of providing facilities for 
the passage of the Bill. ay © , & 


Erection of Labourers Cottage for 
William Carroll in the Cashel Rural 
District. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.': To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a labourer named William Carrol! 
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applied to the Cashel Rural District (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It is | g 
Council for a labourer’s cottage and plot; | necessary to communicate with the | , 
that his representation was passed by the solicitor having carriage of the pro- | , 
council and also passed at the inquiry | ceedings for the sale of this estate, andI | , 
held by the Local Government inspector ; | would ask the hon. Member to postpone | , 
‘that no opposition was offered at the in- | the Question till Thursday next. a 
quiry; that an arbitrator was appointed tok A * 
and his award made; that when all this mee of one * Government R 
had been done an objection was made by ap a atiiaongaaye’ : 8% 
a Mr. Hemphill on the ground that he | Mr. _SHACKLETON (Lancashire, ] 
‘was not served with the statutory notice ; | Clitheroe): To ask the Secretary of State J + 
and whether, seeing that no steps hate | for War what number of the service rifles, J |; 
since been taken to build the cottage, Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield, were made i 
and in view of the size of the hutin which | 4¢ the Royal Small Arms Factory, En- | 
this man and his family are living, the | field, during the years 1889-1890, 1890- 
Local Government Board will take steps | Pet fev si pe : hee eo Bp i 
: e cost per rifle each ye number 
ieaaiiaaaianeaciiiaaaaiii ‘of Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield rifles | 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The facts ete made at the Royal Small Arms w] 
ame an eteted. The Local Government | | Factory, Birmingham, during the same th 
Board is not, however, empowered to take | period, and what was the cost per rifle di 
steps to have the cottage erected in view | fur each year; what was the — : no 
-of mistake made by the district council | these rifles made at the London Sma ve 
in the service of the requisite notices on | | Arms Factory, Old Ford, during the same | 4, 
the persons interested in the plot. It is | Period, and what was the cost per rifle 
a matter for the council to consider | ¢@¢h year respectively ; and will he state | 
whether it might not be able to come to | if the cost of establishment, depreciation KF 
terms with the owner and occupier for of plant and machinery, are included in rt 
the taking of the site, or of an alternative the cost of the rifle at Enfield, whether ain 
dite han thai ale _wages at Enfield are higher than at any | ' 

. other small arms factory, and whether a ie 
‘The Sherlock Estate, County Cork. | bree wc ise tc ome nat 
Captatn DONELAN (Cork County, E.): | e present time at the private firms, re- De 

T sulting in the employment of a number 
'o ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- f i dalle aaiienie + to ee 
Lieatenant of Ireland whether the tenants | a ae ee ee, eer mE P 
on the Sherlock Estate, Ballyrobin, (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
‘Cloyne, county Cork, which is at present | Forster.) The number of service rifles} J 
in the Land Judge’s Court, will be made at Enfield and Birmingham for the | of 
-afforded an opportunity of purchasing years in question, and their cost, were f dis, 
‘their holdings. _as follows :— offi 
at 
Enfield Lock. Birmingham. twe 
rs fav 
. in re ee ting 
Number. Price Number, Price. wh 
A 7 we 2 8. a, H £s. d. fut 
1889-90 31,238 5 5 Of 4,395 518 4 to ¢ 
and 
1890-91 92,127 3 11 10} 26,957 3 14 5 the 
1891-2 42,407 ' ene 25,837 392 ( 
1892-3 35,240 314 6% 13,633 3.17 4} For. 
1893-4 32,945 310 4 15,870 314 9 off 
alleg 
The number made by the London Small | half of the contract was £5 10s., and forfimad 
Arms Company in the same period was | the second half £4 18s. The cost offquir 
“75,000, and the price per rifle for the first ' establishment and depreciation of plan Boa: 
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and machinery are included in the cost 
of the rifle at Enfield. As regards wages 
at Enfield, when the difference of rates of 
wages in different districts and of the 
scheme of manufacturing in each factory 
are taken into consideration, the run of 
wages for rifle work is not higher than at 
Sparkbrook, but, if anything, it may be 
said to be rather lower. The rate of 
wages paid by private firmsis not known. 
There is no sub-contracting at the present 
time of which the War Department is 
aware. 


Officers warned for Removal from 

lisbury. 

Sir WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any officer or any member of 
the staff attached to or belonging to the 
division at Salisbury has received official 
notice to be ready to leave Salisbury this 
vear; and, if so, whether such notice is 
definite, or merely precautionary. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Notice of prospective removal, 
to take place on the 30th September, was 
given ; but, as it appeared probable that 
inconvenience and expense might be 
caused by the shortness of the notice, the 
move has been postponed until the 31st 
December. 


Promotion in the Royal Army Medical 
Corps. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he is aware of the 
dissatisfaction existing amongst the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
at the recent promotions, whereby 
twelve senior officers were passed over in 
favour of a younger officer of less dis- 
tinguished service than some of those 
whose claims were rejected; and if, in 


future, he will direct the Advisory Board : 


to give their reasons for their selections 
and communicate them if requested to 
the officers passed over. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The Secretary of State is not 
aware of the dissatisfaction amongst the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
alleged in the Question. 
made by selection and after careful in- 
quiry by the Advisory and Selection 
Boards. The standard upon which the 


{11 Jury 1904} 


Promotions are * 
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Advisory Board bases its recommenda- 
tions js that of positive merit, and suit- 
ability for the Administrative Medical 
Staff of the Army. It would not appear 
desirable that reasons for supersession 
should be communicated to the officers 
affected. 


Tenders for Meat for Ballykinlor Camp. 

Mr. WOOD: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that tenders were asked for the 
supply of butcher’s meat for the camp at 
Ballykinlor from the Ist June to the Ist 
December, 1904, he will say who were the 
parties who tendered for same, and the 
prices at which they tendered, and ex- 
plain why the lowest tender was not 
accepted. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The General Officer Command- 
ing the 9th Division sent out the tenders 
referred to and is authorised to accept or 
decline all such tenders. 


Disturbances amongst Chinese Labourers 
at Tientsin. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can now give an 
account of a conflict in Tientsin between 
two batches of Chinese indentured 
labourers awaiting embarkation for the 
Transvaal mines, under the provisions of 
the Chinese Labour Ordinance, the casu- 
alties. already reported being three 
Chinamen killed and twenty wounded ; 
and whether, having regard to the fact 
that the combatants at Tientsin were 
natives of North China and South China 
between whom a deadly feud exists, 
any provision has been made to prevent 
similar collisions during the voyage to 
South Africa and in the mines; if he has 
received a telegraphic report of this 
occurrence, why has he not communi- 
cated that report to the House of Com- 
mons ; if he has not received such report. 
what steps does he intend to take with 
reference to the delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I received a telegram from the Transvaal 
Government Agent at Tientsin on 22nd 


a result of a street brawl on a large 
scale which originated between two 
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different quarters of the town, and that 
there was no reason to apprehend that 
there will be trouble on the ships; that 
the contending parties would be carried 
on different ships; and that a despatch 
will follow by mail. I expected the hon. 
Member by repeating his Question as he 
has now done to enable me to give the 
information to the House. 


Salaries and Fees of Law Officers of the 
Crown—Opportunity for Discussion. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 

To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether in view of the fact that no dis- 
cussion was permitted in the session of 
1903 on the salaries and fees of the Law 
Officers of the Crown, and having regard 
to the fact that the amendment to the 
law regarding the publication of false 
balance-sheets promised by the Prime 
Minister on the 19th February, 1903, is 
indefinitely postponed, he will undertake 
that full opportunity will be given dur- 
ing the present session of Parliament for 
discussing the salaries and fees paid to 
the Law Officers of the Crown amount- 
ing to £32,990 7s. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) In 
view of important Estimates which have 
not yet been before the Committee 
of Supply, I can give no pledge to put 
down the Vote mentioned by the hon. 
Member. I may remind him that the 
False Statements (Companies) Bill was 
introduced in the House of Commons on 
25th February of this year in pursuance 


of the undertaking given by the Govern- ' 


ment. It is, however, evident from the 
Notices on the Paper that the Bill can- 
not be regarded as uncontroversial. 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. ‘Centurion — Defective Gun 
Sights. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to theAdmir- 
alty, can he state what is the prize-firing 
record last received of H.M.S. ‘“Cen- 
turion,’’ and whether the Board of Ad- 
miralty consider it to be satisfactory ; 
have the Admiralty received any report 


from Admiral Sir Cyprian Bridge, as. 
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Commander-in-Chiefonthe China Station, 
to the effect that H.M.S. “Centurion” 
was unfit to go into action by reason of 
her defective gun sights; and can he 
say what steps have since been taken 
to remedy the defects, and when the Ad- 
miralty expect that H.M.S. “ Centurion” 
will be fit to go into action. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The prize-firing records are 
confidential; but it may be stated that 
the ‘““Centurion’s’’ firing was notas goodas 
on a former occasion referred to in my 
reply to the hon. Member for Caithness on 
i8th April.t That reply covers all the 
points raised in this Question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The latter 
part of my Question is not covered by 
that Answer. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: 
do not admit that the 
not fit to go into action. 


The Admiralty 
“Centurion” is 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Have any 
steps been taken to remedy the defects ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It was stated on 
a former occasion that improvements 
and alterations are constantly being 
made in the sighting and fittings, and 
when a ship is ona foreign station it is 
impossible to say at a given moment 
whether her sights have been altered. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the “ Cen- 
turion”’ fit to go into action ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, Sir. 


H.M.S. ‘ Prince of Wales ”—Sight 
ittings. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, in 
view of the fact that the sight fittings of 
H.MLS. “ Prince of Wales ” are not what 
would be supplied now, will he state what 
sight fittings would be supplied now; 
and has any decision been arrived at as 
regards the best form of sights and sight 
fittings either for turret guns or for 6 
inch guns. 


t See (4) Debates, exxxiii., 359. 
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Mr. PRETYMAN: The details asked 
for in the first part of the Question can- 
not be given in reply to a Parliamentary 
Question. A decision has been arrived 
at as to what is at present regarded as 
the best form of sights for turrets and 
§-inch guns, but there is no such thing 
as finality in this matter. 


(Juestions. 


Alteration on Ships of War—King’s 

egulations. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty are 
the ship’s artificers of H.M.S. “ Prince of 
Wales” engaged in fitting cross con- 
nections to the ship’s 6-inch gun sights 
and in fitting large range discs ; and, in 
view of Art. 1319 of the King’s Regula- 
tions, prescribing that proposals for 
alterations and additions shall be made 
by letter, were any such proposals made 
by letter before the alterations were 
carried out. 

Mr. PRETYMAN: They 


may be 


} doing so; inquiry can be made if desired. 
| Article 1319 of the King’s Regulations 


does not refer to such alterations as 
these, but to large alterations that are 


proposed to be made by a dockyard, and 


consequently require special approval. 


In reply to a further Question, Mr. 
PreryMan said the commanders of ships 
were encouraged to carry out these 
sinaller alterations themselves, and a letter 
was not necessary in such a case as this. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will cable to 
Lord Milner and ascertain whether the 
Law Officers of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment construe the Chinese Ordinance as 
permitting Chinese labourers to do 
mining work formerly performed by 
white miners; also, if Chinese labourers 
are to-day employed at the Comet Mine 
as overseers, and if they are under the 
direction and supervision of white 
gangers; and, if so, are these Chinese 
overseers additional and supplemental 
hands to the staff of the mines, seeing 
that Kaffir overseers or gangers have 
never been employed in the Transvaal 
mines except under white miners. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): It does not seem 
to me to be desirable or necessary to 
telegraph as proposed by the hon. 
Member. The terms of the Ordinance 
appear to me to be plain in confining 
these labourers to unskilled labour, which 
is defined as that usually performed in 
the mines by natives. Iam not informed 
as to the exact arrangements which have 
been made in the Comet Mine, but I will 
inquire. 


(Juestions. 


The Chinese Exclusion Bill in 
Cape Colony. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the assent of 
the Crown, withheld from the Chinese 
Exclusion Bill by the Governor of Cape 
Colony for the consideration of the 
Colonial Office, has yet been given; and 
to what is the delay in giving that assent 
due, if it has not yet been given, having 
regard to the presence in this country 
of the Governor of Cape Colony, 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sir; there is 
nothing unusual in the delay It is 
usual to sanction reserved Bills by Order 
in Council, and, as I informed the hon. 
Member a week ago, the authenticated 
copy of the law only reached me on the 
2nd instant. 


Desertions from the Coolie Camp 
in Johannesburg. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has any official information 
showing that two colonial coolies im- 
ported to the Rand under the Chinese 
Labour Ordinance have deserted from the 
New Comet Mine, Johannesburg, and 
were captured on Wednesday last at 
Pretoria, having tramped thither from 
Johannesburg; can he say whether they 
were escorted to Johannesburg by 
military or by police, and were they 
handcuffed ; what was the reason for 
their desertion, and what will be the 
punishment accorded to them; and 
whether there is any explanation of the 
circumstance that they have, within a 
few days of entrance on their work as 
indentured labourers, thus deserted from 
it. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON : I have no informa- 
tion on the subject. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman use the cable? Is 
he aware that there is a telegraph to 
South Africa ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Yes, Sir, I am 
quite aware that there is a telegraph, but 
I do not consider it necessary to employ 
it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: [also beg to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
has sent a despatch by the last mail to 
Lord Milner calling his attention'to the fact 
that these two coolies had escaped from 
this mine, and inquiring how they escaped 
a:d how they-were brought back ¢ 


Me. LYTTELTON said he had not 
written to Lord Milner. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware it is reported that a large number of 
Chinese coolies have escaped ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: A Question must 
not be based on reports. 


Great Britain and Tibet —Chinese 
ights. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India what is our precise position 
towards China in regard to Tibet; is 
Tibet an independent kingdom or is it a 
portion of the Chinese Empire; has the 
representative of China in Tibet full 
powers from his Government to enter into 
a treaty with us; and, if so, would this 
treaty be valid before being ratified by 
the Chinese Government in Pekin; or 
have we—assuming Tibet to be a de- 
pendency of China—obtained any assur- 
ance from the Chinese authorities that 
if we sign a treaty with Tibet such 
treaty would be binding on China. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): For information regarding the 
status of Tibet I must refer the hon. 
Member to the Blue-book. The negotia- 
tions will be conducted jointly with the 
Chinese Amban and the Tibetan repre- 


{COMMONS} 





1204 


Questions. 


sentatives. The Chinese Government 
has been kept duly apprised of the action 
of His Majesty’s Government in Tihet, 
and the Chinese Amban at Lhasa ex- 
pressed to Colonel Younghusband, on his 
arrival at Gyangtse, his readiness} to 
negotiate. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Are we at war 
with China or not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think that Ques- 
tion has been repeatedly answered. It 
does not arise on this Question so far as 
I can gather. 


Assistant Military Secretary for Indian 
airs. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can state when the appoint- 
ment of Assistant Military Secretary for 
Indian Affairs is likely to be filled up. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The appointment 
in question has been abolished. 





Regent of Zanzibar. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney | 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- | 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 
whether, seeing that a deputation from 
Zanzibar recently came to England to 
complain of the proceedings of the Regent, 
he will state if the Regent is now at Zan- 
zibar or on leave of absence ; and, if not, 
will he say with whom has the Govern- 
ment been in correspondence regarding 
the matters complained of by the Envoy. 


Tur UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): The Regent is at Zanzi- 
bar. I have already stated that His 
Majesty’s Government has been in com- 
munication with the Sultan and with the 
Regent. 


Stoppage of British Mail Steamers by 
Russian Warships. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any inquiry has been made 
as to the circumstances under which a 
British mail steamer was recently stopped 
inthe Red Sea by a Russian man-of-war ; 
whether the man-of-war issued from and 
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returned to neutral ports ; whether there is 
reason to believe that she had coaled in a 
neutral port since having coaled in a 
Russian port; and whether any protest 
has been made either to any neutral 
Power or to the Russian Government on 
the subject. 


Eart PERCY: His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have received no information of the 
stoppage of any British mail steamer 
recently in the Red Sea. In February 
last two steamers of the Peninsular and 
Oriental Company and one of the Indian 
Steam Navigation Company were stopped 
by the Russian squadron in the Red Sea, 
and in two cases the vessel was boarded 
and its papers examined, but in each case 
after a very short detention it was allowed 
to proceed. There was nothing in these 
cases which would have justified any 
protest on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Rule of the Road at Sea--Board of 
Trade Warning. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask the 


| President of the Board of Trade, have the 


airs | 


‘om 

to 
ant, 
an- 
10t, 
Tn- 
ing 
oy. 


cy, 
1zi- 
His 
ym- 
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Board of Trade issued a notice or warning 
to merchant ships to the effect that when 
meeting vessels of His Majesty’s Fleet they 
should keep out of the way of such vessels ; 
ifso, will he state its date and terms; does 
the notice practically suspend and super- 
sede on such an occasion the ordinary rule 
of the road at sea as between ship and ship ; 
does it apply to foreign as well as 
to British merchant ships; and do the 
Board of Trade propose to adhere to or 
withdraw such notice. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
YVRADE (Mr. Geratp Baxrovr, Leeds, 
Central) : (1) In April, 1897, the Board of 
Trade issued a notice to shipowners and 
masters calling attention to the danger 
to all concerned which is caused by 
single vessels approaching a squadron of 
warships so closely as to involve risk of 
collision, or attempting to pass ahead 
of, or through, or to break the line of, 
such squadrons. Mariners were warned 
that on such occasions it would 
be in the interests of safety for single 
ships to adopt timely measures to keep 
out of the way of, and avoid passing 
through, a squadron. This notice was 
re-issued in July, 1900, with reference to 
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the judgments delivered in the Court of 
Appeal in the “‘Sanspareil” case. (2) The 
notice is advisory only and does not sus- 
pend or supersede the rule of the road at 
sea. (3) It was not addressed to owners 
or masters of foreign ships; and (4)as at 
present advised I am not prepared to 
withdraw it. 


Questions. 


Stony Stratford Postmastership—War- 
Services Rewarded. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College: 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 


General whether he will explain why a 
candidate was appointed to the post- 
mastership of Stony Stratford who had 
only eighteen years service, seeing that 
other candidates applied with considerably 
over twenty years approved service ; and 
whether, in view of the weekly notice in 
the Post Office Circular that outside in- 
fluence should not be employed in seeking 
appointments, he will state whether any 
recommendations other than official were 
considered in this case, and what steps 
he proposes to take. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
StanLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The postmaster was appointed by me 
because I considered him the most 
suitable of the candidates. He was not 
only strongly recommended by his official 
superiors, but he had also rendered 
special service in South Africa during the 
War. He was mentioned in despatches 
for continuous and marked good service, 
and hisname was officially brought to the 
Postmaster-General’s notice in 1902 by 
Lord Kitchener’s orders. No outside or 
unofficial recommendations were brought 
before me or considered. 


Mr. NANNETTI inquired if it were not 
against the rules for civil servants to re- 
ceive testimonials from distinguished 
individuals outside. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is nothing against 
a man that he should receive such @ 
testimonial as this officer did from Lord 
Kitchener. 


Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories and Workshops. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the Home 
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Department what is the cause of the un- 
usual delay in the publication of the Re- 
port of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops. 


Questions. 


Toe UNDER-SECRETARYor STATE 
ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Cocurane, Avrshire, N.): I explained, in 
answer to a Question of the right hon. 
Baronet on the same subject last March,+ 
the special circumstances which made it 
impossble to promise this year’s Report at 
so early a date as last year’s. Every effort, 
however, has been made to expedite the 
printing of the Report, and I understand 
that copies will be delivered on Friday 
next. 


Alien Pauper Lunatics and Convicts. 

Stir WALTER GREENE (Bury St. 
Edmunds): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he can state how many pauper alien 
lunatics are known to be at present 
maintained at public expense within the 
Metropolitan area, and whether there 
has been any, and what, increase in the 
number of such persons during the last 
five years; and whether he can state how 
many alien convicts are at the present 
time confined in convict prisons, and 
whether he can state the number of 
aliens who were during the year 1903 
confined in local prisons. 


Mr. COCHRANE: Inquiry is being 
made as regards the pauper alien lunatics, 
and if the information desired can be 
obtained it will be communicated to the 
hon. Member. The number of aliens in 
convict prisons on 23rd April, 1904, was 
182. The number confined in _ local 
prisons on conviction during the year 
ended 3lst March, 1903, was, 3,449. These 
are the latest dates for which information 
is available ; and it is impossible to obtain 
fresh statistics without an examination 
of the prison records, which would involve 
considerable time and labour. 


Agricultural Profits in Great Britain. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for North Huntingdonshire, as 
representing the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he can state approximately the 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxii., 618, 
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their own land, tenant farmers, and 
holders of allotments in Great Britain 
during the year ending 3ist March last. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsev): I regret that we are 
not in possession of information which 
would enable the Board even approxi- 
mately to estimate the annual profit made 
by the various classes of occupiers of 
agricultural land to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers. 


Ordnance Survey Department Discipline. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I bez to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that a temporary 
civil assistant in the Ordnance Survey 
Department has been reduced by the 
sum of 3d. per day by the divisional 
officer for visiting, without permission, 
his wife, who was dangerously ill; and 
whether, under the circumstances, he will 
take the case into his consideration, and 
restore to this man his position and pay. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Inquiries 


into the case mentioned have be:n 
instituted, but the information necessary 
to enable me to reply to the Question is 
not yet available. Perhaps the hon. 
Member would put it down again in a 
day or two’s time. 


Admiralry Courtyard, Whitehall, 

GeNERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfo:dwest): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether his 
attention has been called to the wooden 
or plaster shutters which have been 
placed behind the open work of the 
architectural screen which connects the 
gateway leading into the Ad niralty Court- 
yard, Whitehall ; and whether he could 
propose to the First Commissioner of 
Works to remove these shutters and allow 
the whole screen to be seen and appre- 
ciated. 


Lorp BALCARRES: (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): The answer to the first paragraph 
is in the affirmative. It appears that 
the wooden shutters referred to have been 
in existence for many years. The First 
Commissioner is considering the possibi- 
lity of removing them. 
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Rathmines Register. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland if he has now received the police 
report relative to the tampering with 
the requisition forms in the Rathmines 
polling district of South Dublin; and 
what steps he proposes to take in the 
matter. 
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THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The police have not as yet been 
able to establish the identity of the per- 
sons who collected and tampered with 
these forms, but they are pursuing their 
inquiries. I am informed that the town 
clerk has already taken steps to counter 
act the attempt to falsify the register, 
and that the correct names of the voters 
will be inserted in the lists. 


Kingstown and Dalkey Voters Lists. 

Mr. MOONEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to complaints from 
the Kingstown and Dalkey polling dis 
tricts of South Dublin as to the tamper- 
ing with the voters’ requisition forms by 
the agents of a certain o-ganisation ; and 
whether, if a list of these agents, to- 
gether with a list of such forms altered 
by them without authority, is placed 
before him, he will direct a prosecution 
to take place; and whether he proposes 
to take any. and, if so, what action to 
secure that these inaccuracies should be 
corrected, and the persons entitled, and 
— only, placed on the supplemental 
ist. 


Mr. ATKINSON: My attention has 
been called to the matter. The town 
clerks of Kingstown and Dalkey state 
that no complaints have been made to 
them on the subject, and the latter 
gentleman further states that he is 
certain that no forms were tampered 
with in his district. I shall be thankful, 
however, to the hon. Member for any 
information he may be good enough to 
furnish me with, calculated to aid the 
police in the inquiries they are now 
making on the subject. 


Mr. MOONEY: I will supply .the 
tight hon. Gentleman with information. 
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Transfer of Powers from Irish Harbour 

Authorities to County Councils. 

Stir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will introduce a short Bill this session 
giving the Irish Local Government Board 
power, by Provisional Order, to transfer 
toa county council any of the powers, 
duties, and liabilities of any harbour 
commissioners or trustees (except the 
commissioners of Royal harbours) in 
cases where such a transfer is agreed to 
both by the county council and by the 
trustees or Commissioners. 


Questions. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I stated 
on the Ist inst. that further legislation 
is unnecessary.t In the case of Courtown 
Harbour, to which I understand the 
Question is intended to refer, I am 
informed that, inasmuch as it is adminis- 
tered by a public body, the transfer of 
its powers to the county council can be 
effected by Provisional Order under the 
20th Section of the Act of 1898. The 
Local Government Board would be pre- 
pared to make a Provisional Order forth- 
with and without local inquiry upon 
receiving a formal resolution to that 
effect from the county council and the 
written consent of the harbour trustees 
to the proposed transfer. 


Fisheries on South-East Coast of Ireland. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is in a posi- 
tion to state the result of his inquiries 
into the condition of the fishing industry 
on the south-east coast of Ireland, and 
what he proposes to do for the assistance 
of that industry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Question has 
reference to the application of Section 
11 of the Marine Works Act to the 


, maintenance of fishery piers in non-con- 


gested districts. The matter is still 
engaging consideration, and I am not yet 
in a position to make any statement in 
respect to it. 
Dr. Starkie and Irish Intermediate 
chools. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he; *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
can state if Dr. Starkie, the Resident | 
Commissioner of National Education in | Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): How was it 
Ireland, was authorised to accompany | the police attended without a request. 
Messrs. Dale and Stevens on their visits | 
to Irish intermediate schools. | Mr. WYNDHAM: They apprehended 
| that there was going to be a row. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Dr. Starkie is one | 


of the Commissioners of Intermediate | Moy Nationalist Demonstration, 
Education. He accompanied Messrs.| yp, WACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
Dale and Stevens at their request. | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Derrygoolan Shooting Rights. | Lieutenant of Ireland whether facilities 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, §.): On be- | wil! be given to contingents attending 
half of Sis iets Mieaaetan East Guices | the Nationalist demonstration at Moy, 
_ i we . 3, | county Tyrone, on 15th August to pro- 

eg to ask the Chief Secretary to | Ho ee tie A Hee T aid 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | : pe a a en on 
he will state at whose request the | oy eee 


police accompanied strangers on the | 


. / a c af 

lands of Derrygoolan in 1902 and 1903 | Mr. WYNDHAM : I am informed by 
e : : : | the authorities locally responsible that a 
when these strangers were attempting to | ,, |. : aaa : 
, | Nationalist procession through the dis- 

shoot over the tenants’ farms, held from | >... . lees 
; : _| trict in question, which is almost ex- 
year to year for a great number of years; | ene A eng ee Baie HON 
and if these tenants requisition the | OUSIVCY “tangs, on 


services of the police on the 12th August | endanger the preservation of the peace 


; : , : | and would, in all probability, lead to 
next to assist them in preventing persons |“... . P : ‘ 
: . . .. | rioting and serious disturbance. Such 
shooting their game without permission | 
: : . . | processions have always hitherto pro- 
their request will be complied with, and ; 


+s . : ceeded by the route from Dungannon 
a sufficient police force be supplied to | ’ ibs 
/and Annaghmore, and the Government 
prevent a breach of the law. 


/is unable to entertain any arrangement 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The police, sofaras| Which contemplates a departure from 
I am aware, received no request and no | the route which has been safely followed 
orders to attend. They had reason to !" former years. 
apprehend a breach of the peace and) & - 
attended to prevent serious violence. It) MR. MACV EAGH: How did the local 
is their duty to prevent violence ; | authorities arrive at the conclusion that 
but not to prejudice the case of either of | this is an Orange district in view of the 
the parties claiming the same right. | fact that there are only two Orangemen 
Such claims can onlv be determined by | in the whole neighbourhood. Why is 
process of law, that is by one or other of _ not the procession to be allowed to take 


the parties suing either for trespass or for | this route ¢ 


technical assault. | : q 
| *MR. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
Mr. KILBRIDE: The right hon.| Question has been answered. 


Gentleman must be aware that in the | 
case of a tenant from year to year he} Irish Land Purchase—Granville Knox 


has as much right to the game as any | Estate, County Mayo. 
landlord in this House has to the game} Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
on his estate. ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has A 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The whole thing | received from the Ballina District Council 


depends on the nature of the occupation,|a memorial signed by the tenantry# 
and that can only be determined in a/|of the Granville H. Knox Estate, 


Court of Law. Crossmolina, county Mayo, which 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Does the right hon. | auction in Ballina, on the 13th inst., by 


Gentleman deny that they are tenants | order of Judge Ross; and, if so, will he; 





from year to year ¢ state the circumstances of this sale, and 


is announced to be sold by public f 


Lie 
cal 
clei 
dis 
alre 
Act 
dist 
ot 

spe 
lew 


mat 
will 
coll 
labo 





cour 








ty 


cal 
hat 
the 
nen 
is 
ake 


‘hat 


Ox 


r to 
ord- 
has 
incil 
ntry 


1213 Questions. 


say Whether, as thisestate contains waste 
land suitable for the enlargement of 
small holdings, steps will be taken to 
give effect to the prayer of memorialists 
by having this untenanted land pur- 
chased for the purpose of enlarging the 
uneconomic holdings on the untenanted 
portions proposed to be sold. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sale by auction 
has been adjourned by the Land Judge to 
enable the Estates Commissioners to 
determine whether they will make an 
offer for the lands. 


Labourers Acts—Cost of Providing 
Additional Land. 

Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
cause inquiries to be made of all the 
clerks of rural district councils in whose 
districts additional half-acres have been 
alrealy provided under the Labourers 
Acts, so as to obtain from each rural 
district an estimate of the average cost 
of providing an additional half acre, 
specifying price of land, cost of fencing, 
legal expenses, and general expenses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An effort will be 
made to procure this information. But it 
will, l understand, be very troublesome to 
collect and will impose much additional 
labour upon clerks of rural district 
councils. 


Evicted Tenants in County Galway. 
Mr. KILBRIDE: On behalf of the 
ion. Member for Hast Galway, I beg to 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
itate the number of evicted tenants in 
‘he county of Galway who have applied 
‘0 the Estates Commissioners for reinstate- 
nent; how many have been restored ; 
ind what has been done either to rein- 
tate the remainder or put them into new 
toldings. 





Mr. WYNDHAM: 281 applications 











lave been received. Forty-one have 
leen referred to inspectors to report on. 


: fone have as yet been reinstated. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Have any un- 
pnanted lands been purchased in county 
alway ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: T should like to 
have notice of that Question, if it isdesired 
to press it; but I may say I have littl2 to 
add to the statement [ made on this 
subject last Friday.t+ 


Warren's Court Estate, County Cork. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the offer for sale of the Warren’s 
Court Estate, at Kilmurray, county 
Cork, under the Land Act of 1903, he 
will state the terms asked by the land- 
lord, and whether they have been agreed 
to by the tenants; have any representa- 
tions been received by the Estates Com- 
missioners from Denis Murphy, an evicted 
tenant; and, if so, whether, seeing that 
the present occupant of the evicted 
holding, a man named Kingston, has ex- 
pressed his willingness to leave it on 
payinent of a fair compensation, the 
{states Commissioners will use their 
good offices towards the reinstatement 
of the evicted tenant, seeing that both 
the landlord and his agent are willing 
to agree to it provided the present 
occupant can be got to leave. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No application has 
been made to the Kstates Com- 
missioners in the case of the Warren 
Kstate. An application for reinstatement 
has been received from Denis Murphy. 


Salters’ Company’s Trust in 
Magherafelt. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that in 1899 the Salters’ Company, of 
London, conveyed to certain trustees in 
Magherafelt, county Derry, the old 
Courthouse and bridewell, the markets, 
and certain other property, to hold in 
‘trust for the town of Magherafelt upon 
| certain conditions; and that, apart from 
an annual payment of £120 to two local 
'schools and the handing over £100 to the 
| Magherafelt Gas Company, no other dis- 
\bursements have been made by the 
| trustees; and whether, in view of the 
| desire of the inhabitants that the money 
|in the hands of the trustees should be 
spent for the benefit and improvement 
| of the town, a local inquiry will be 
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ordered in order to ascertain the condi- | 
tions under which the trust was) 
made over, its present value, and the | 
best means of securing that it shall be | 
administered for the benefit and ac- | 
cording to the wish of the people of | 
Magherafelt. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As far as I have 
been able to ascertain, the Salters’ Com- 
pany assigned certain property to trustees 
to be used for certain purposes. This 
trust has been faithfully carried out. I 
have no power whatever to institute such | 
an inquiry as suggested, or to compel 
owners of property to dedicate it to 
purposes other than those to which they 
desire to devote it. 


Wicklow Canteen Licence—Action of Mr. 
Shanks. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland has considered 
the action of Mr. James Shanks in 
signing a licence certificate for a canteen 
situated in the county Wicklow, Mr. 
Shanks not being a magistrate for that 
county, and the local magistrates having 
refused to grant the licence on the 
ground that the canteen had been con- 
ducted in a disorderly manner; and 
whether he can now state what decision 
the Lord Chancellor has come to in re- 
gard to Mr. Shanks’ action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am in communi- 
cation with the Lord Chancellor in this 
matter, and will ask the hon. Member to 
repeat the Question on Wednesday. 


Proselytising Practices in Kinsale—Com- 
plaint against Commander Salwey. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork County, 8.E.): I beg | 


to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that E. Salwey, 
Commander R.N., Divisional Office, Kin- 
sale, who lately distributed tracts at the 
Cork Post Office, is constantly engaged 


in this and other proselytising practices | 


in the town and district of Kinsale; and, 
in view of the fact that the annual 
training of the Naval Reserve, mainly 
composed of Catholic fishermen and 
sailors, is under his command, he _ will 
have him immediately removed from the 
district. 
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satisfied that the business of Mr. Baggot 


Postmaster-General why the increase 


1216 


Mr. PRETYMAN : This matter has 
already engaged the attention of the 
Rear-Admiral Commanding at Queens- 
town, and the Board of Admiralty are 
awaiting his report. 


(Juestions. 


Phenix Park, Dublin —Traders’ Vans, 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
the action of the Board of Works in Ire- 
land in refusing traders permission to 
send their vans through the Phoenix Park, 
Dublin, for the purpose of delivering 
goods to customers within the Park; 
whether he is aware that within the last 
few weeks a trader named Mr. Henry 


Baggot has been refused such permission, 


although he furnished, in reply to a 
demand from the Board, the names of the 
customers within the ambit of the Park 
whom he habitually supplied with goods; 
and, if so, will he say what was the reason 
for so treating him; and who is respon- 
sible for the regulations in virtue of which 
such restraints are put on trade and 
business. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Cavey- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): Yes, Str. I am 
aware of the circumstances. It is 
necessary in order to preserve the 
amenity of the Phcenix Park as a 
place of public enjoyment to restrict 
its use by carts, vans, and business 
vehicles as far as possible. But passes 
are granted to tradesmen and_ others 
who can show that their business 
requires it. The Board of Works are 


in the Park is not of such a character as 
to justify the grant of a pass. 


Mr. CLANCY: Are we to understand 
that the right of adriver to go through 








the Park depends on the Board of Works 
being satisfied as to the number of his 
customers ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Yes, Sir, 
The Board of Works have to take tha’ 
into consideration. 


Harcourt Road, Dublin—Sub-Postmaster’ 
Salary 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask t 
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salary which accrued to the town sub- 


Questions. 


postmaster of Harcourt Road, Dublin, in | 


May, 1902, was withheld. 


Lorp STANLEY : I find that in 1902, 
owing to the salary of the Harcourt 
Street Post Office having been inadver- 
tently entered on a return relating to 
the Harcourt Road Office, an increase of 
£4 4s. a year then due for salary at the 
latter was unfortunately withheld. I 
have given instructions for the matter to 
be at once adjusted. 


The Cut, Mountmellick, Queen’s County: 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the road known as the Cut, near 
Clonaslee, Mountmellick, Queen’s county 
has, by order of the military authorities, 
been closed, thereby causing loss to the 
residents in the removal of peat fuel 
from the adjoining bogs; and, if so, will 
he say whether, before this step was 
taken, the provisions of the Military 
Lands Act, 1892, were complied with, 
and will he give the particulars of what 
was done, the notices served, the reports 
received, the persons from whom they 
were received ; and whether steps will be 
taken to ensure that these people shall 
not be inconvenienced in securing fuel at 
the only season in which it is possible for 
them to do so. 


- THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
road in question is not closed. It was 
closed for five days while firing took 
place in the vicinity. No complaints 
were received, but as soon as it became 
known that traffic might be interfered 
with, the road was re-opened and 
arrangements were made by which firing 
could take place without interfering with 
the road. It is regretted that through 
an error the provisions of the Military 
Lands Act were not complied with. 


Longford Infirmary Committee and 
Military Patients. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 


ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether his attention has | 
been called to the action of the Longford | 
last | 


Infirmary Committee at their 
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quarterly meeting, when the officer com- 
manding, having requested that emer- 
gency cases should be treated there owing 
to the military hospital being closed, 
was refused, on the ground that the 
cases might be those of Englishmen, and 
also that no decent farmer could be in 
the same ward with a soldier; and, if so, 
what provision has been made for such 
cases of accident and emergency as may 
occur among the troops there quartered. 


Questions. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
attention of the Secretary of State was 
first drawn to the matter by this Ques- 
tion. As the military hospital at Long- 
ford is fully equipped with a civil practi- 
tioner in charge, no question arises as 
regards the adequate treatment of any 
emergency or other cases. The alieged 
gratuitous insult to the British soldier by 
the Longford Infirmary Committee would 
hardly, therefore, appear to deserve 
further consideration. 


The State and the Unemployed, 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will make a statement before the recess, to 
the House, as to what action he proposes 
to take, if any, with regard to advising 
the various Departments of the State 
during the recess to deal efficiently with 
the unemployed, which are an increasing 
number in the United Kingdom. 


Sr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central). Before my right hon. friend 
answers this Question, may I ask him if 
he has considered the influence on the 
state of affairs indicated in the Question 
of the hon. Member for Woolwich, as to 
the increasing number of unemployed in 
the United Kingdom, of free competing 
imports without reciprocity, and the 
unrestricted immigration of destitute 
aliens ? 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Without 
travelling over the wide field suggested 
by my hon. and gallant friend, I may say, 
in answer to the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
that this question is constantly under the 
consideration of the Local Government 
Board, and the hon. Member may be 
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quite sure that there will be no’ 
neglect of it on the part of His Majesty’s | 
Government. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that thousands of white 
men now unemployed in London would 
be prepared to go to work in the Transvaal 
mines if they were guaranteed 10s. a 
day ? 


Thames Barrage Scheme and National 
Foreshore Reclamation. 

Mr. CROOKS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
appoint a Departmental Committee to 
consider the practicability of the Thames 
barrage scheme, and also the advisability 
of formulating a scheme of national fore- 
shore reclamation, with a view of provid- 
ing useful work for the unemployed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The two 
proposals referred to in this Question do 
not appear to be very closely allied, and 
in any case I am advised that neither 
scheme seems at present to present 
features which would justify the appoint- 
ment of a Departmental Committee. 


Mr. CROOKS: Then we are not even 
to have an inquiry whether they would 
or not ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman will admit that there 
must be a strong prima facie case for 
putting the officials of a Department 
to the labour of such an inquiry, and I 
rather gather that that prima facie case 
has not been made out. 


The Coaling of Belligerent Warships 

at English Coaling Stations. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, have His 
Majesty’s Government considered the 
conditions that should be attached to 
granting permission, during war, to 
belligerent men-of-war for coaling in 
coaling stations of His Majesty’s 
dominions within or beyond the seas; 
and have they especially considered the 
necessity for requiring, as a condition 
precedent to granting such permission, a 
satisfactory engagement that any belli- 
gerent man-of-war allowed to be supplied 
with suifcient coal to carry her to the 
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nearest port of her own nation will in 
fact proceed to that port direct, and will 
‘not use the coal supplied for proceeding 
elsewhere, in order to carry on operations 
of war against the other belligerent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This question 
has engaged the attention of the Govern- 
ment, ahd directions have been given for 
carrying out the condition to which my 


hon. friend refers in the last lines of his 


Question. 


The Licensing Bill. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state what provisions the Government 
propose to insert in the Licensing Bill 
providing that adequate penalties shall 
be imposed on those publicans who do 
not provide reasonable refreshment for 


‘the public, and also for those who do 


not comply with the reasonable require- 
ments of the magistrates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman willlook at the Amendments 
on the Paper he will see that both his 
points are met by those standing in 
the name of the Solicitor-General. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if his attention has been 
called to the Report of the Standing Com- 
mittee on the Aliens Bill, and to the 
decision of the Committee that it is useless, 
in view of the large number of Amend- 
ments put down against the Bill, to 
proceed further with its consideration 
during the present session; and if he 
will undertake to reintroduce it early 
next session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: From what 
I can hear of the proceedings in Com- 
mittee upon this Bill, it received treat- 
ment which would make it absolutely 
impossible to carry it into law during 
the course of the present session. I under- 
stand that the average rate of progress 
was two lines ina day. [MINISTERIAL 
cries of ‘‘Three lines in six days.’’] I 
beg pardon : 
half a line a day. Ihave not made the 
arithmetical calculation as to the length 
of time it would have taken in Grand 
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Committee had the same rate of progress 
been maintained on all the clauses of the 
Bill; but I think it will be obvious that 
the Committee had absolutely no choice, 
in the face of the treatment which the 
Bill received, but to take the course they 
actually did take. My hon. friend asks 
me for a pledge that the Government 
will reintroduce the Bill early next session. 
We shall certainly attempt to deal with 
this subject early next session; but 
of course it would be quite impossible 
for me to go beyond the general terms of 
that pledge and to give any detailed 
pledge on the subject. 


*Masor EVANS - GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) asked if they might 
take it that it was the definite intention 
of the Government to reintroduce the 
Bill next session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry I 
was not clearly heard by my hon. friend. 
The Government do propose to introduce 
a Bill on this subject early next session. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) asked the 
right hon. Gentleman a Question of which 
he had given private notice, whether, in 
view of the fact that a small body of 
obstructives [Cries of ‘‘ Order” ]}—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! A 
Question of that sort should be brought 
tothe Table, so that it may be seen 
whether its terms are in order before it 
is put on the Paper. 


Mr. PEEL: With your permission, 
Sir, I will put it in other terms, and ask 
whether, in view of the fact that a small 
number of hon. Members [‘‘Oh’’], by 
repeating each other’s arguments at con- 
tinually increasing length [‘‘ Order” }—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Those 
terms would not be permitted, and the 
Question does not arise. 


Redistribution Bill. 

Sm WALTER GREENE: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can now state if there is any 
likelihood of a Redistribution Bill being 
brought in next session. 


Mr.’A. ‘J. BALFOUR: I ‘think, per- 
haps, I have already gone,as far as I 
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should go in sketching out the King’s 
Speech for next session, and I should be 
unwilling to go further. But my hon. 
friend is well aware that this is a subject 
which has engaged, and is engaging, the 
most anxious attention of His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Me. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that there will be a 
considerable redistribution of Tory seats 
at the next general election ? 


The Port of London Bill. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS: (Nottinghamshire, 


Rusheliite): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury whether, for 


the convenience of the large interests 
involved, he will now say definitely when 
the Port of London Bill will be taken, or 
whether it may be considered abandoned, 
and, in that case, when its discharge 
from the Order-book will be moved. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the prospects of this Bill are at all 
favourable. I understand that a great 
deal of opposition has been aroused on 
the subiect, and it would be quite 
impossible, in the face of any serious 
opposition, to carry the Bill in the 
present state of public business. But I 
cannot make any further declaration on 
the subject at present. 


*Mr. PEEL: May I ask whether, in 
view of the paramount necessity for set- 
ting up some authority to control the 
Port of London, and in view of the great 
interests in favour of such a measure, 
the right hon. Gentleman will undertake, 
as far as he can, of course subject to 
other matters, to introduce substantially 
the same measure early next year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I confess that 
I view the position of this Bill with great 
regret, a Bill which I cannot help think- 
ing is important not only from a Metro- 
politan, but even from a national point 
of view. But if, as is the case, the 
representatives of the Metropolis do not 
take that view, it is not easy to deal with 
the Bill. Moreover, the Bill is not an 
ordinary public Bill, but a hybrid Bill, 
which requires notices to be given in- 
volving great expense and difficulties 
above the ordinary. 
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Hamlets, Poplar): Will the right hon. | 


Gentleman specify more particularly from 
what quarter the opposition to this Bill 
has come, and can the Motion for the 
discharge of the Bill be put down in such 
away as to give the House an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the reasons why the 
Bill has been withdrawn ? 


‘Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Does 
the right hon. Gentleman suggest that 
the opposition to the Bill comes from 
Metropolitan Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I do. 
I think the request of the hon. Member 
for Poplar goes beyond ordinary prece- 
dent. Ifhon. Gentlemen desire to discuss 
Government Bills both when they are 
introduced and when they are discharged, 
the difficulties of carrying on public busi- 
ness will be greatly increased. 


The Licensing Bill — Clauses 3 and 4. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked Mr. 
Speaker whether the charges and pay- 
ments imposed by Clauses 3 and 4, as they 
stood and as they were proposed to be 
amended by the Government, ought not 
to be considered first by a Money Com- 
mittee before the House could take cog- 
nisance of them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have looked into 
this question, and have come to the con- 
clusion that it is not a case in which a 
Money Committee is required. 


Colonial Office Vote. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can now say definitely when the 
Colonial Office Vote will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 
promise on what Thursday the Colonial 
Vote will be taken. It may be Thursday 
week or Thursday fortnight. It will 
largely depend on the view taken by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite as to the topics it is 
most desirable to discuss in Committee 
of Supply. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The general feeling on 
this side of the House is to have this dis- 
cussion, if possible, as soon as may be 


{COMMONS: 
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after the Papers are in the hands of 
Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that any repre- 
sentation of that kind from him must and 
ought necessarily to carry great weight 
with the Government. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Has the right hon. Gentleman any state- 
ment to make as to business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope my right 
hon. friend the Secretary for War will be 
able to make his statement on Thursday. 
On Friday we propose to take the Second 
Reading of the Defaulting Authorities Bill. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
George Charles Bingham, Esquire, 
commonly called Lord Bingham, for the 
County of Surrey (North Western or 
Chertsey Division). 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps}j. 
Read the first time; to be read a 

second time upon Thursday, and to be 

printed. [Bill 267.] 


NEW BILL. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 

“To amend the Post Office Acts with 
respect to cumulative commissions on 
money orders and the use of embossed 
and impressed stamps,” presented by 
Lord Stanley; to be read a_ second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 268}. 





LICENSING BILL [2NpD ALLOTTED Day].- 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 2 :-— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) moved an Amendment to limit the 


compensation proposed in the Bill toe 
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small houses, under £50 annual value, 
with the object of moving subsequently, 
as a consequential Amendment, that 
‘In all other cases the compensation 
shall be calculated in like manner, except 
that for the purpose of this calculation 
the licence shall be assumed to be charge- 
able with a duty of Excise equal to five 
times the duty now payable.” 
plained that his object was to discrimi- 
nate between the licences of small and 
large houses. Licensed houses under £50 
in annual value were charged with a 
licence duty of, roughly, 50 per cent. of 
that annual value. In the case of a 
house valued at £10 the duty was 60 per 
cent. At the other end of the scale a 
house with an annual value of £700 was 
charged a duty representing 8} per cent., 
and a house valued at £2,000 paid less 
than 3 per cent. If charged at the same 
rate as the smaller houses, these larger 
houses would pay £350 and £1,000 re- 
spectively in licence duty, and even then 
they would paya great deal less than the 
value of the monopoly which the State 
had conferred upon them. How did the 
Home Secretary: justify the proposal in 
the Bill? Did he contend that the 
licensees had a vested interest in the 
maintenance of the present scale of licence 
duties, or did he maintain that a duty of 
3 per cent. was sufficiently high? If not, 
then he should accept the Amendment, 
which would redress to some extent the 
injustice of the inequality that now pre- 
vailed. For the first time the House, and 
to some extent the country, had realised 
that a great monopoly value brought into 
existence by the State was being handed 
over to private persons. That had gone 
on for twenty-five years, but it would 
not go on for ever. It would be in the 
power of a new Parliament to say that 
this monopoly value would be taken by 
the State by means of an increase in the 
licence duties. 
the Exchequer should increase these 
duties to ten times their present amount 
then all licences in existence after 
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| the passing of such a Budget would have, 
|for the purposes of compensation, one- 
tenth of the value they possessed before. 


But the licences that had already been 
extinguished would have been compen- 
sated on the scale provided by the Bill. 
An anomaly would thus be created which 
would be held up as a grievance; and 
this was the time for anticipating such a 
grievance. He ventured to think that 
his proposal afforded the most satisfactory 
method of dealing with it. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘“‘In page 1, line 27, at the beginning, to insert 
the words ‘In the case of premises having an 
annual value, taken as for the purposes of the 
publican’s licence duty, under fifty pounds.’ ” 
(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


| be there inserted.” 


Tue SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) de- 


‘clined to follow the hon. Member into his 


argument upon vested interest. The Com- 
mittee had already passed the first clause 
providing that compensation was to be 
paid. In his opinion the Amendment 
was impossible. It proposed that a 
licence-holder should be compensated, 
not for a loss which he had really sus- 
tained having regard to the existing law, 
but upon the assumption that at some 
future time the amount of his licence 
duty would be five times as great 
as it was now. There was an inequality 
in the amount paid in licence duties. 
The Government had attempted in some 
degree to remedy that inequality by 
charging a higher proportion upon houses 
valued at over £50 than upon houses 
under that amount for the compensation 
fund. That was the proper and, indeed, 
the only possible way of dealing with the 
question. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 133 ; 
Noes, 254. (Division List No. 217.) 


AYES. 


Abraham,William(Cork, N.E.); Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bell, Richard 


Boland, John 


Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh); Cameron, Robert 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Caraigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galw’y 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Douglas, Charles N. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,Capt.EC(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DaviaBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 





M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt.Hon.J ohn (Montrose 
| Murphy, John 

| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
| O'Malley, William 

| O’Shee, James John 

| Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Price, Robert John 


NOES. 


Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell,Rt.Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


Bill. 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philip 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Wood, James 
Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson and 
Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K.D. Winzfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartlana, SirFred Dixon 
Doogan P. C. 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardel), Sir T. George 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon, Maj.Evans-(T’r Hmletg 
| Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line ) 
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Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon ) Lucas ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) , Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred Rutherfora, John (Lan :ashire) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred Macdona, John Cumming Rutherfora, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Graham, Henry Robert Maconochie, A. W. Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 

i Greene,SirE. W.( B’rySt.Edm’ds | M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (Edinbur’h,W | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | Manners, Lord Cecil Samuel,Sir Harry S.( Limehouse 
Grenfell, William Henry Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | § msn Sir Edward Albert 
Gretton, John Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald Melville, Beresford Valentine | Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

d) Groves, James Grimble Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Gunter, Sir Robert Mildmay, Francis Bingham | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | Mitchell, William (Burnley) | Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Hare, Thomas Leigh Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Spear, John Ward 

' Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | Morpeth, Viscount Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 

i Haslett, Sir James Horner | Morrell, George Herbert Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Heath,Arthur Howard(Hanley | Morrison, James Archibald Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset) 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lora (Lancs.) 

. Heaton, John Henniker | Mount, William Arthur Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 

~ Helder, yg | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Stock, James Henry 

yr Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W.) | Murray, Rt-Hn.A.Graham(Bute | Stroyan, John 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Hobhouse, RtHn, H(Somers’t,E | Myers, William Henry | Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Hogg, Lindsay | Nannetti, Joseph P. Thompson, Dr. E C(Monazh’n,N 

n) Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | Newdegate, Francis A. N. | Thorburn, Sir Walter 

y) Horner, Frederick William | Nicholson, William Graham | Thornton, Percy M. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

; Hoult, Joseph | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Tritton, Charles Ernest 

.) Houston, Robert Paterson | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Tuff, Charles 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

h) Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) | O’ Dowd, John | Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Valentia, Viscount 

+) Hudson, George Bickersteth | Parker, Sir Gilbert | Vincent,Col.Sir C.E H(Sheffield 
Hunt, Rowland Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Pemberton, John S. G. | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | Percy, Earl | Wanklyn, James Leslie 

id Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Pierpoint, Robert | Warde, Colonel C. E. 

” Kemp,. Lieut.-Colonel George | Pilkington, Colonel Richard Webb, Colonel William George 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. | Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Welby,Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) | Plummer, Walter R. Welby,Sir Chartes G.E. (Notts. ) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
King, Sir Henry Seymour | Pretyman, Ernest George | Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Laurie, Lieut.-General | Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Purvis, Robert Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

P Lawson, John Grant( Yorks.N.R | Pym, C. Guy | Wilson, John (Glasgow) : 

my Lee,Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham | | Quilte r, Sir Cuthbert | Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne | Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 

se Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Reid, James (Greenock) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm _ 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. | Remnant, James Farquharson | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

E Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham | R idley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

oF Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) Ridley,S S. Forde (Bethnal Green | Young, Samuel 

. Lonsdale, John Brownlee | Rite hie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | Younger, William 

se Lowe, Francis William Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | Robinson, Brooke TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman topner, Colonel Sir Robert Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
1) Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) Round, Rt. Hon. James and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
*Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH. be paid as compensation to the persons 
- (Manchester, N.W.) moved to insert interested in the licensed premises such 
7" after ‘where ”—the first word of a sum as shall be equal to the total pay- 
on Clause 2—the words “within four- ments which shail have been made during 
teen years after the passing of this the said fourteen years in respect of the 
Act,” and he explained that if that charges imposed on such premises under 
Amendment were carried he proposed to Section 3, Sub-section 1, of this Act.” 
V. move—as a consequential Amendment— This raised the question of a time limit 
to insert at the end of the first sub- in a sense different from the time limit 
section of the clause, ‘‘And after the ra'sed on Clause 1. The Amendments 
_ fourteen years have expired there shall certainly proposed to limit the time 
-) 
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during which the full value of the licence 
was to be paid by way of compensation ; 


but, after the period of fourteen years, | 


compensation was still to goon in a 
limited form. His object was to limit 
the whole amount of compensation 
which would be paid under the Bill, 
rather than to raise the vexed question 
of a time limit, although he did raise a 
time limit incidentally. There was a 
strong opinion, shared by many inside 
and outside the House, that the com- 
pensation proposed to be given under 
the Bill was excessive and unjustifiable. 
It was unjustifiable because he thought 
that the circumstances of the case as 
they stood at present had not been con- 
sidered sufficiently by the Government. 
What he feared from the practical point 
of view was that if the present scale of 
compensation was maintained the re- 
duction of licences in the future would 
be very much curtailed. 


As far as he could judge the position of 
the fund—although it was difficult to 
form an opinion on it, and he had hoped 
the Government would give their calcu- 
lation as to how many licences would be 
refused in a given time—as far as he 
could judge, if the full amount of cum- 
pensation was to be paid, the ieduction 
of licensed houses for the next twenty 
years would be very small indeed. He 
was a supporter of the Bill, and especially 
of the compensation clauses, because he 
believed they would have an effect on 
the licensing justices which would indace 
and assist them to reduce the number of 
licensed houses to a greater degree than 
they had done hitherto. He thought 
there was a case for compensation 
in equity, if not in justice, when there 
was the disturbance which there would 
be if a large number of licences were 
withdrawn within a limited period— 
there was a case in equity owing to 
the disturbance of the natural expecta- 
tion which the trade had formed, rightly or 
wrongly, that there would be a renewal 
of licences except for misconduct. In 
these circumstances he thought if the 
natural expectation were violently and 
suddenly disturbed, although it had no 
foundation in law, it was a case for 
equitable consideration. But these 
grounds, it appeared to him, did not at 
all justify the extreme measure for 
compensation in perpetuity provided 

Sir William Houldsworth. 


{COMMONS} 
‘by the Bill. 


Bill. 


There was no case of 
vested interest—no case of perpetuity of 
tenure. The discretion of the justices 
was absolute. That, he understood, was 
admitted by the Government, and, if so, 
he held that it ought to be the starting 
point and the basis on which equitable 
consideration might be founded in pro- 
viding compensation for those dis- 
posessed. Butthe Bill appeared to ignore 
these considerations altogether. It did not 
appear to proceed on the considerations 
he had put before the Committee. If 
there was an absolute vested interest, if 
there was undeniable perpetuity of 
tenure, and if the licensing justices had 
no discretion at all, he could not conceive 
that there should be a larger measure of 
compensation given under the circum- 
stances. As the facts did not coincide 
with that view it was evident that 
there might very legitimately be 
some limitation of the full value 
compensation which was offered by 
the Bill in perpetuity. That scale of 
compensation, he held, was excessive 
and uncalled for. 


His own opinion, and he thought it was 


also the opinion of a large number, 
was that ample time notice 
and pecuniary compensation for 


licences withdrawn while the time notice 
was running would fully meet the case. 
It had been said that a time notice had 
already been given—that licence-holders 
had had a time notice fora great number 
of years. Therefore it might be that the 
time notice, and compensation during the 
period of that time notice, might meet 
the case. But inasmuch as it was hoped 
and expected that there would be a much 
larger reduction in the number of licensed 
houses than had hitherto taken place on 
the ground simply that they were not 
required, he thought there was a case 
for a time limit beyond that which 
existed at present under the decision in 
“Sharpe v. Wakefield.” Thus he was 
quite prepared to support a further time 
notice in this Bill with full compensation 
up to the expiry of the time. He him- 
self thought that was generous treat- 
ment. It was all that couid be expected 
and he wondered that the Government 
had not taken some line of that sort in 
framing the Bill. It must be remem- 
bered also that during the period while 
the time notice was running, and while 
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redundant licences were being withdrawn, 
the trade would receive additional com- 
pensation in the way of the additional 
value given to the licences which were 
left. In the circumstances he thought that 
fourteen years of full value compensa- 
tion was ample, but he would not 
quarrel very much over a longer period. 
He thought, however, the proposal he 
made was treating the trade with very 
great generosity in the circumstances in 
which they were placed. 
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Now he came to the main point 
of his Amendment. He _ thought 
there was considerable force in the 
objection taken in the earlier debates 
on the time limit question when it 
was contended that it was not fair for 
the trade to be compelled by the 
Bill to contribute to the compensation 
fund and after a certain period to 
be excluded from all the benefit of com- 
pensation. He thought there was an 
answer to the objection, but he would 
not trouble the Committee with it, be- 
cause he had come to the conclusion that 
it was an objection that ought to be 
fairly met. He had endeavoured to do so by 
the second part of his Amendment which 
provided for stopping the full value com- 
pensation at the end of fourteen years. 
In addition to that, he thought they 
ought not to lay hold of the contributions 
towards the compensation fund which 
had been given by the trade for houses 
which after fourteen years might have 
their licences withdrawn, and, therefore, 
he thought it was only fair in the case of 
houses whose licences were withdrawn 
after the fourteen years period that 
there should be repayment of the con- 
tributions that had been made by them. 
He did not know whether he had made 
the point clear. He was trying to meet 
the objection raised, and also trying to 
do what he thought was most important, 
that was, to reduce the amount of com- 
pensation to be paid under the Bill, be- 
cause he was convinced that the amount 
of compensation provided would not re- 
duce licensed houses to the extent public 
opinion desired and which almost every 
man desired to see. There were only 
two ways of doing it. One was to in- 
crease the charges in the schedule. He 
should be glad to hear whether the 
Government were prepared to increase 
If the compensation to 
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be paid was to remain the same, and if 
the compensation was to hold out, then 
the charges in the schedule must be in- 
creased. If the Government did not do 
that, the other way was by reducing the 
compensation paid. As the Amendment 
gave full compensation for fourteen years 
he thought the repayment of the con- 
tributions would meet the case. He was 
inclined to think that if the alternative 
were put to them, whether they would 
have the schedule charges increased or a 
limit to full compensation after fourteen 
years, the trade would choose the arrange- 
ment he proposed. 


He would only say in conclusion that 
this was an attempted compromise be- 
tween two contending parties. He was 
afraid that it might share the fate of 
nearly all compromises of pleasing nobody. 
At any rate, anxious as he was to see this 
Bill passed because he believed there was 
a good deal of temperance reform in it, 
they must, if possible, try to erect a golden 
bridge between the two views which were 
held with regard to the time limit or no 
time limit. He would appeal to the 
Government not to ignore the very strong 
opinion which was held and expressed out- 
side this House on the subject. and in 
quarters where it could not be said 
there were extreme temperance advo- 
cates. He thought he might call them 
moderate temperance reformers, although 
he understood that they were not thought 
much of in the House. He believed 
there was a large body of people in the 
country not identified with the temper- 
ance movement at all, who, considering 
that the proposals in the Bill, if passed, 
would so revolutionise the posit‘on of 
the trade, and so completely change the 
tenure of licences for all future years, 
were not favourable to even getting under 
these conditions the advantages which 
they saw under the Bill. If the Govern- 
ment could not see their way to accept 
the solution he ventured to put before 
them for their consideration, he hoped 
that they would, at any rate, endeavour, 
before the Bill passed, to make some 
proposal which would meet, to some 
extent, the very strong opinion which 
was felt inside and outside the House, 
and which came from quarters entitled to 
consideration and respect. He felt con- 
vinced that if the Government could see 
their way to make some conciliatory 
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proposal in this direction, they would | 
obliged to divide upon the question— 


not only ensure the passing of the Bill, 
but, what was quite as important, make 
it more acceptable to the people of the 
country. He did not think there was 
great danger of the Government 
doing much harm to the trade by accept- 
ing the Amendment. He thought he 
might even appeal to the representatives 
of the trade in the House, that having 
made such a good bargain already, they 
might for their comfort and happiness 
afterwards very well consider whether 
they might not, in some way or other, 
give back a little of what it appeared was 
going to be given tothem. If they did so 
he thought they would be rewarded after- 
wards. The Bill would be more heartily 
accepted by the people of this country if 
the Government adopted the Amendment, 
or something in the direction he had 
indicated, while it would not do a great 
deal of harm to the trade. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘ Where,’ 
to insert the words ‘within fourteen years 
after the passing of this Act.’”—(Sir William 
Houldsworth. ) 


Question proposed, “ That these words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that on a 
point of order, might he ask whether 
this Amendment would rule out of order 
the Amendment standing in his name on 
p. 24, dividing up and providing for 
limiting the compensation ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member had better raise the point at a 
later stage, and in the meantime he would 
consider it. 


Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) thought this was the most 
important Amendment put down since 
the Bill had been presented to the 
House. It was rightly described by the 
right hon. Baronet as an honest com- 
promise honestly proposed. He himself 
went a good deal further than the right 
hon. Gentleman, but he believed that the 
Bill would be far better, or rather less 
bad, if this proposal were accepted. He 
recognised that it contained a great deal 
that was valuable, and he should heartily 


Sir William Houldsworth. 
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support it if the Committee were 


which he hoped would not be the case. 
They were discussing the clauses of this 
Bill under conditions which made it a 
duty to compress as much as possible all 
that they had to say on this important 
subject, but he thought it was most 
desirable in reference to this measure that 
there should be some time hereafter at 
which the nation should be at liberty to 
resume its right to deal with the ex- 
tremely difficult question of licensing 
according to its own best judgment and 
discretion. Now, it was admitted that 
the trade was an extremely dangerous 
trade, however carefully conducted. 
What the Bill, as it stood, proposed 
to enact was that existing licences 
should be enjoyed by the licensees in 
perpetuity, subject to being bought out 
at their full value. He agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman that the terms of 
purchase were such that they made any 
great reduction impossible ; but, in addi- 
tion to that, they were such as to fasten 
finally and for ever the existing system 
of the licensing laws on this country. 
To his mind that was a most important 
consideration They would fasten 
definitely and inalienably the present 
system of licensing laws for all time 
unless they were to pay an ~wnormous 
sum in order to covera change. It was 
said £125,000,000, but he thought it 
would be a great deal more. 


It seemed to him that they ought to ask 
themselves this question, “ Isit desirable, 
in the public interest, that the existing 
system of licensing laws should be per- 
petuated in such a way that it could 
not be dealt with by succeeding genera- 
tions?” The system was based on pri- 
vate enterprise—upon an_ unrestricted 
right to make private profit by the use 
of a State monopoly—concentrated in 
the hands of a comparatively small 
number of , 2rsons and companies. The 
disadvantages of the system had been 
fully admitted on all hands. The Prime 
Minister himself said that it was regret- 
table that this system had been allowed to 
grow up in the form of a monopoly with- 
out something having been paid to the 
State for that monopoly. Without 
looking at it from a moral point of 
view, it was unfortunate that a licensing 
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system should have been allowed to 
grow up which for private profit un- 
doubtedly encouraged excessive drinking ; 
which was socially dangerous; which 
led to the sale of drink of an injurious 
character, and to the displacement of 
non-alcoholic drink; which resulted in 
unsatisfactory police supervision and to 
a few cases of corruption in connection 
with police supervision. There had also 
grown up an extremely powerful trade 
organisation which naturally was opposed 
to any change which might affect their 
vested interests. There was, he thought, 
reason to apprehend that these effects 
would be inflamed instead of being miti- 
gated by the passing of this Bill. But 
be that so, or be it not, it was at all 
events fair that they or their children 
should at some future time be able to 
alter the whole of the existing licensing 
system. He would not enter into 
the various methods by which that could 
be accomplished. Suffice it to say that 
it might be thought that this trade was 
not a proper subject for private profit 
earning, because it pushed the sale of 
drink to the detriment of social welfare, 
and because it was unfair for the State 
to bestow a monopoly on private persons 
or companies. This much was perfectly 
clear that thev, or their posterity, pro- 
bably in progressive times, would desire 
to alter a system which had been proved 
to be disastrous in the public interest. 
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This Amendment provided one method 
by which the public could, at a date 
hereafter, reassert its rights on possible 
terms. Was it just to those who were at 
present licensed? He was not going to 
apply a standard of justice which com- 
mended itself to his own mind, but would 
approach it from the point of view of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He assumed 
that there was what was called a moral 
right to compensation on behalf of the 
trade. But what was the nature and 
scope of the existing rights of the licensees 
and also the custom and practice of the 
magisterial benches -in this matter 2 
The position of the licensees at the present 
moment was that they had a good ex- 
pectation, not resting on any legal title, 
but resting upon the general practice of 
the licensing justices, that if they con- 
ducted their houses well their licences 
would be renewed. Now, he held that they 
had already had considerable time notice 
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that that was not the case—certainly since 
the decision in “Sharpe v. Wakefield.” 
But there had never been any real doubt, 
even before that judgment, on the 
subject at all. Again, it was not the case 
that the practice to renew licences had 
been uniform. In the Brewers’ Almanac 
for 1904 there was a statement of the 
number of licences of which renewals were 
refused in the nine years preceding 1903, 
In these nine years 1,337 licences were 
refused renewal solely on the ground that 
they were not required in the public in- 
terest, and without any compensation. 
Many others were refused on mixed 
grounds—that they were not required, 
that the premises were structurally 
defective, or that the licensee was neglect- 
ful in the conduct of the house. He 
did not wish to magnify the effect of these 
figures ; but he wanted to point out that 
it was impossible to say that there had 
been a uniform and constant custom of 
renewing licences on good behaviour. 
There had been a good expectation, and 
nothing more. There had not been, in 
practice, certainty of renewal any more 
than there had been in law a right. That 
was the real position, fairly stated. Now, 
if they were going to deal with these 
licences, if they were going to take them 
away on a large scale—he doubted if 
that would be the effect of ‘the Bill—if 
they were going to bestow compensation 
on the dispossessed licensees, it was 
to be remembered that there were 
other persons to be considered. If they 
gave more than a fair compensation for 
a good expectation they would be unjust 
to the public. 


How was that expectation to be 
appraised ? The right hon. Baronet 
proposed to give in addition to the 
absolute legal close time fourteen 
years notice. He agreed that there 
should bea close time during which it 
should not be lawful to refuse to renew a 
licence without compensation. ‘‘Close 
time” was perhaps not a very happy 


expression ; but he meant a period dur- 


ing which a man could not be shot at. 
Fourteen years would be ample for that 
purpose. They were asked to look at 
the question from the point of view 
of equity to the licence - holder; 
but they should also regard it 
from the point of view of equity to the 
community. The community had 
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bestowed a great gift on the licence- 
holders, and had refrained from imposing 
new taxation on them. In America 
licensees had to pay ten times the amount 
that was paid in this country; and it 
was the immunity from taxation that 
created the monopoly value. Further, 
there had been four or five Acts during the 
last thirty years which had immensely 
enhanced the value of those licences. It 
was one of the laws of monopoly that the 
more you restricted it the more valuable 
it became. Licences had been restricted, 
they had been reduced in number, and 
that increased the value of the remain- 
ing licences. They, therefore, had a 
right to regard the question from the 
point of view of the origin of the licences, 
and ask fairly whether property of that 
character should be regarded as if it were 
freehold property. He thought that if 
the Amendment were accepted the Bill 
would be immensely improved and 
strengthened. Certainly one of his 
greatest objections to the measure would 
be removed. Something in the nature of 
a compromise should be arrived at. If 
the Bill were passed into law in the 
face of an extremely strong body of 
hostile opinion outside the House, 
by no means confined to members 
of one particular Party, it could not 
be regarded as a final settlement. 
It would be only human nature to en- 
deavour to repeal the Act; and that 
would produce a condition of chaos which 
would be extremely unpleasant. The 
instinct and the inclination of the people 
ofthis country were not to unduly disturb 
legislation which had been passed; but 
no such feeling could possibly be entér- 
tained in connection with this Bill if 
a compromise were not arrived at. 
Speaking for himself, a great deal of h's 
hostility to the Bill would be removed if 
the Amendment were accepted. He did 
not think it was the best possible Amend- 
ment, but it was an honest attempt at 
a compromise; and for his part he would 
be gratified if the Government would 
accept it. 
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THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Barour, Manchester, E.) said he thought 
that everybody would agree that the two 
speeches to which the Committee had 
listened, whether convincing or not, 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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were at all events models of temperate 
statement. Not only had the Amend- 
ment been put before the Committee ina 
most persuasive manner, but he was per- 
fectly ready to admit that there was a 
great body of public opinion outside that 
House, not identified with Party, with 
extreme temperance views, or with the 
trade, and quite detached from considera- 
tions that perhaps weighed with Party 
politicians, who would gladly see some 
change made in the Bill in the direction 
now suggested. It was with profound 
reluctance, therefore, that he had to say 
again that he was really quite unable to 
follow the logic of the proposals now 
before them. Of the objects he entirely 
approved; the methods of advocating 
those objects had his heartiest sympathy ; 
but when he came to the hard reasons 
which lay at the root of those suggestions 
he confessed that he was still unpersuaded. 
There was a certain inconsistency running 
through many of the speeches he had 
heard from the opposite side of the House 
which was not absent from the speech of 
the last hon. Gentleman who addressed 
them. In the earlier part of his speech 
the hon. and learned Gentleman said they 
were perpetually riveting round the necks 
of reformers a system which they would 
desire to alter at some more or less remote 
date. But the learned Gentleman went 
on to say in a different part of his speech 
what really amounted to the whole thing 
being reversed next year or three years 
hence. He quite agreed that such re- 
versals had been unfortunate in the past, 
and probably would be in the future, 
but that was a very different proposal 
from telling them that the House had, by 
that Bill, entered into an obligation 
of honour to the licence-holders which 
made it absolutely impossible for it ever 
to reverse the decision come to. 


Sirk ROBERT REID: What I meant 
was that this Act, so long as it remains an 
Act, does not create an obligation of 
honour, but of law. It is quite consistent 
with that, that any of us who think we are 
not fairly treated may do our best to get 
the Act of Parliament repealed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that was 
really what he tried to convey to the 
Committee. It was impossible to talk of 
a Bill which could be reversed next year 
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ot the year after, whenever hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were in office, as perpetu- 
ally riveting on the necks of reformers in 
this country some unreversible order. He 
did not think the House ought to, or 
would, repeal this Bill, but it was not 
under the circumstances an unrepealable 
law. There were many cases, such as if 
Parliament were to pass an Act cutting 
us adrift from all our colonies, where 
from the nature of the change no repeal 
would be possible, but this was not one 
of them. Whether it would be equitable 
to reverse it depended on the system 
which was to be substituted for it, and 
as he did not know what that system 
was, even in the minds of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, he would not argue about 
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Let them consider whether, if they 
came to the root of the matter, there 
really was anything which ought to 
induce them to accept the Amendment. 
He could show very strong temperance 
ground why the Amendment should not 
be adopted, but there was nothing in the 
Bill to prevent some future generation, 
when it was agreed upon any scheme, 
from being able to bring that scheme 
into operation, and it could do that, of 
course, as it could deal with licences now, 
either honestly or dishonestly. They 
could either do it by treating the equit- 
able claim of the licence-holder equitably, 
or they could do it by treating the equit- 
ible claim of the licence-holder inequit- 
ably, and there was nothing. in hi 
judgment, in this Bill which made it more 
difficult to do this. He really did not wish 
to go back on old debates, but the root 
principle of the Bill was compulsory insur- 
ance out of the pockets of tie trade. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite might say it was not 
paid out of the pockets of the trade, but 
if thev did so they would have to admit 
that it was impossible for the trade to 
pay anything towards this object. After 
all, they could only raise this money by 
some form of taxation of licences; and, 
if the taxation of licences did not carry 
with it the fact that the trade paid that 
taxation, it was impossible, from the 
nature of the case, that the trade under 
any circumstances or by any arrangement 
could pay it out of their own pockets. 
He thought he was justified in saying 
that it was compulsory insurance 
paid out of the pockets of the trade. 


VOL. CXXXVIL [Fourru Serres.] 
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opposite, and he thought his hon. friend, 
took the view that, if the trade were obliged 
to pay this compensation for fourteen 
years, and for fourteen years were pre- 
vented from being evicted, except with 
compensation, they had all the compensa- 
tion that ought to be allowed to them. 
His hon. friend went further than that in 
his Amendment, while the hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite suggested 
that at the end of a period which he called, 
but miscalled, a close time, the community 
would be in absolutely free possession of 
all existing licences, not merely legally, 
bat equitably and righteously, and they 
might be able to adopt any plan they 
liked for the future. He traversed tha* 
statement altogether. If they chose to 
give a really close time—say, for the sake 
of argument, fourteen years—and if the; 
chose to say that no licences were to be 
withdrawn for fourteen years, of course 
that would be an immense compensation 
to the trade. That would bea close time 
in reality as well as in name, because 
during that time every licence-holder 
would be protected from having his licence 
taken away, he would be able to insure 
hiinself so that at the end of fourteen 
years he would not be injured, and he 
would not be asked in the meanwhile to 
pay to the insurance fund of which his 
hon. friend spoke. But until they made 
the close time a reality he could not 
admit that it wasin any sense a substitute 
for the plan they had proposed in the 
Bill. And supposing they did carry it out, 
did they think the magistrates or those 
who had got to administer the Act would 
feel themselves then in a better position to 
deal with excessive licences than they 
felt now? He could not think they 
would. They would find themselves face 
to face then, as they did now, with men 
who under the existing law had been 
required to spend very large sums of 
money upon their premises, who had got 
the expectation of which the hon. and 
learned Gentleman spoke, and who had 
been taxed for all these years on their 
property. They would be face to face 
with precisely the same class of hardship 
which, as they knew, in every part of the 
country hampered the discretion of the 
ordinary magisterial bench. 

In these circumstances it appeared to 
him that they would be doing away with 

3b 
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\sof the great merits of this Bill without 
sabstituting anything really good in its 
place. Iithey chose to start a sinking fund 
out of public money, no doubt they would 
be able to buy up all the licences in the 
country He did not advise them to do 
it, but, if they did. a very small sacrifice 
on the part of the public would 
enable them completely. at a given time 
in the future, to reverse, if it were thought 
worth while to reverse, the present system 
of giving licences. But he ventured to 
say that it really was not wise to mar 
this scheme because they thought that 
at some date in the future they would 
have discovered and be agreed upon 
some quite different scheme which, when 
they had discovered and were agreed 
upon, they would be able quite honestly 
to impose upon the licence-holder if they 
compensated him and dishonestly if thev 
refused to conipensate him. He wanted 
a great and immediate reduction of 
licences, and that great and immediate 
reduction could only be obtained on the 
one condition that the local authority 
was able, where it thought fit, to borrow 
a large sum of money upon the security 
of this taxation. But the immediate and 
great benefits which he, at all events, 
hoped from this Bill would be altogether 
diminished if they restricted the number 
of vears in which the capital and sinking 
fund were to be borrowed and repaid. 
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Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH said 
he did not propose to limit the charges. 
What he was limiting was the amount 
of compensation paid out of the com- 
pensation fund. He expected the capi- 
talisation would go on, and the levy would 
continue. Therefore he saved the com- 
pensation fund. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was per- 
fec:lv true that his hon. friend would 
save the compensation fund if he com- 
pelled the trade to go on insuring their 
licences long after the insurance had 
ceased to be effective. If he compelled 
the trade, after the fourteen years were 
up, to pay as much for insurance as they 
paid before, but to get nothing for it, then 
his hon. friend would save the compensa- 
tion fund, but surely at the same time he 
would be committing something very 
near to a great injustice upon the licence- 
holder, and he could not believe that, on 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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reflection, that was a proposal he would d 
seriously advocate. The Amendment | * 
was not required in the interests of new | ¢ 
experiments. Those new experiments | “ 
could be tried when the country was | “ 
agreed upon them. He saw no beginning | " 
atthe present time of any such agreement, | '” 
and, considering how fierce were the |!” 
passions which the temperancecontroversy li 
aroused, he had little hope of seeing men J"" 
all equally earnestly desirous agreeing ]'” 
upon what they considered a wise and | °° 
sound plan of temperance reform. Ifthe | ’° 
time should come when such an agree. |” 
ment was arrived at, there was not a} % 
comma in this Bill which would put the °° 
smallest obstacle in the way of some |‘? 
future Prime Minister, more happily se 
situated than he was, carrying out some J’ 
great scheme of temperance reform which a 
va 


would conciliate all sides and all opinions, 
and really bring to an end this long, and,J 
he feared, unending controversy. bai 

bs ” 
ing 
*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Spen Valley) assured the Prime Minister —, 


iss! 





that when this subject came to be dealt #Bus 
with in another Parliament it would befsho 
the wish of all on thet side of the House fijce 
to deal with it honestly, but what would fea]! 
then be honest depended very largely }sho. 
upon what was done now. If the tradefThe 
were given rights and position which itfting 
did not at present possess, it would befocc, 
necessary to do much more to be honest ove 
than was now necessary. This Bill wasiwhi: 
more than just to the trade; an excessivéforin 
amount of compensation was being givey emp 
for an excessive period, and what wagfior 

more than justice to the trade was lesf#had 
than justice to the public. The analog§ioo ; 
which had been urged with regard tfieve 


and-: 


ree x] 





assurance was somewhat false. Ther 
were such things as temporary assurances 
Fire and accident assurances were effected the 1 
for a period of years, but if no fire offesin 
accident occurred there was no returffiumt 
other than the security enjoyed duringsivey 
the period. People did not expect tie set 
get their money back at the end of thiuffer 
time. There also ftemporargthat j 
assurances against death. It was truffrears 
the ordinary form of assurance walfto se 
against death whenever it occurred, bifeduc 
the premium then was much _ highefonte, 
Under the present proposal the premiug, . “ 
was low, the assurance was a temporay 
one to cover the risk of loss of licen 
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during a given period, and there was no 
validity whatever in the contention that 
the sums paid should be repaid at the 
end of the period. What was required 
was equitable consideration. Temperance 
reformers desired, and it was in their 
interest, to treat the trade fairly. The 
more extreme they were and the more 
licences they desired to see abolished, the 
more it was in their interest to treat the 
trade fairly and equitably, because they 
could not get rid of licences without 
persuading the public of the necessity, 
and it would be much more difficult to 
do that if there was any sense of hardship 
or unfairness connected with it. Their 
complaint against the Bill was that it 
went bevond all that was equitable and 
reasonable, that it gave excessive com- 
pensation for an excessive period, and 
was therefore unjust to the public. 


With regard to the provision of com- 
pensation the business-like way of proceed- 
ing would be to take out a temporary 
hssurance against the loss of the licence 

-and that was what the Bill provided. 
But at the end of the period the public 
should be at libertv to deal with the 


licences as they wished, and that practi- 


cally meant that the value of the licences 
should cease at the end of the period. 
The proper means of meeting that con- 
was for the and 
occupier to set up a sinking fund to 
‘over the possible loss. The extra profit 
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which the reduction in licences would 
vring to the remaining houses would be 
imple to provide a sufficient sinking fund 
ior that purpose. The Prime Minister 
tad suggested that fourteen years was 
too short a period. Personally he had 
ever been disposed to insist upon a hard- 
ind-fast line as to time; so long as full 
reedom was given to the justices and 
the public to carry out any reform they 
iesired, he was not particular as to the 
1umber of years. If ample time were 
siven, a sinking fund could very easily 
ve set up, and the licence-holder would 
wuffer no loss whatever. The contention 
that if the period were limited to fourteen 
years the sum raised would be too small 
to secure anything like an adequate 
rduction implied that the Prime Minister 
contemplated the borrowing of money 
for more than fourteen years, because 
unless money was borrowed on_ the 
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security of the levy for more than four- 
teen years, there would be precisely the 
same reduction during the fourteen years 


as if there were no limit. It was a 


‘serious thing if the Government intended 


to allow borrowing for anything like that 
period. It would mean that during the 
time that all the levy was allocated in 
advance, practically all control over the 
liquor trade would be lost. The one 
thing that gave the authorities any 
control over the trade was the power to 
refuse the renewal of licences; that 
power was being limited by the necessity 
of paying compensation, but if the com- 
pensation fund were allocated for fourteen 


years it would disappear altogether. 
Personally, he objected altogether 


to the idea of borrowing. It was.per- 
fectly true that in one year sufficient 
money could not be raised to secure an 
adequate reduction of licences, but there 
was no reason why the levy should not 
be spread over a considerable number of 
years without borrowing. As a matter 
of fact, there ought not to be any limit 
to the levy, and personally he would be 
prepared to assent to the fund being 
increased by special levies on beer and 
spirits. The mover of the Amendment 
put the case very forcibly when he said 
that at present there was no vested 
interest or perpetual tenure, and the 
magistrates had full power. Under this 
Bill the position of the licence-holder 
would be altogether altered to the dis- 
advantage of the public. 


In regard to a time limit of some 
sort, he thought the old Church leases 
were on all fours with these licences, 


and that the precedent set in their 
case was an extremely valuable one. 
For 100 or 200 years it had been 


the custom for the Church to grant its 
leases illegally. The statutes forbade 
leases except for twenty-one years in 
possession, and forty years for mining 
and building, but the Church was in the 
habit of granting renewals on the pay- 
ment of fines. Many Committees of both 
Houses of Parliament sat and endeavoured 
to provide means of getting rid of the 
difficulty, because the leases becanie 
enormously valuable properties. A 
Committee of the House of Lords in 
1851 reported that for 200 years these 
leases had been illegally granted. They 

3B 2 ; 
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were made the subject not only of mort- 
gage but of settlement and devise with 
linitations to chi'dren and their pos- 
terity. Legacy duty had been paid for 
years to the Government on the ex- 
pectancy of renewal, and the Court of 
Chancery, in settling marriage settle- 
ment:, had made these twenty-one year 
leases the subject of settlement and devise, 
with limitations extending to grand-chil- 
dren and great-grand-children. That 
showed how these leases had been regarded 
a d dealt with by the law. There was a 
case in Paddington where it was decided 
to allow the land to be built upon, and 
Parliament allotted two-thirds of the 
value to the tenant and one-third to the 
Church, thus recognising the enormous 
literest the leaseholder had in that 
property. In 1860 Parliament dealt with 
these leases and handed them over to the 
Keclesiastical Commissioners, and pro- 
vided that no lease should be renewed 
after 1884, and those which expired 
before 1884 should only be extended to 
that year, and that was _ practically 
imposing a time limit. These leases 
were granted in violation of the 
Jaw and became valuable property, and 
this House dealt with them in the same 
way as it was now suggested that these 
licences should be dealt with, because they 
brought in the element of a time limit 
as the basis of an equitable settlement. 


The Amendments put down within the 
last few days to Clause 4 suggested the de- 
sirability of accepting some such Amend- 
ment as this. The basis of the new licences 
was to be atime limit not exceeding 
seven years, which was deemed sufficient 
to recoup the licence-holder for his in- 


vestment. The present Amendment 
suggested fourteen years for the old 
licences. If seven years was enough for 


the new licences, surely fourteen years 
would be ample for the old ones. When 
the right hon. Gentleman dealt with a 
similar proposal to this upon a former 
occasion he made much of the insecurity 
of the tenure, and he said if they had 
anything like a time limit the holder of 
the licence would become very care- 


less, and all sorts of evil would result. : 


At that time he (the hon. Member) ven- 
tured to point out to the Prime Minister 
that security of tenure had proved to be 
the source of a great deal of mismanage- 


Mr. Whittaker. 
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ment in the worst class of houses. As it 
was now proposed that the new licences 
should terminate at the end of seven 
vears, it would have been very curious 
if the Prime Minister had repeated his 
old argument. Therefore they might 
dismiss that argument as having no 
bearing on the case now. It was im- 
portant to remember that the proposal 
for the new licences meant that a large 
additional value would be given to the 
existing licences. This new proposal 
practically meant that no new licence 
was ever to be issued again upon the 
same conditions as the present ones. 
That placed existing licences in an ex- 
ceptional position, and gave them an 
increased market value. Now they were 
being deprived of the power to deal 
freelv with them. That proposal would 
give the present licences an extraordinary 
market value; and this point ought to 


1248 


be taken into consideration in connection | 


with the time limit which had_ been 
sugsested. Surely this Bill ought to 
provide some opportunity at some time 
or other of getting the whole of the 
licences upon the new revised system. 
There ought to be some period fixed 
when the revised licensing 
would come into force, and that was a 
strong argument against establishing a 
system of perpetuity in licences. 


svstem 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he wished to say a few 
vords in support of his hon. friend’s 
Amendment. What they were discussing 
was really the amount of compensatio1 
which ought to be paid. The hon. Mem; 
ber for Manchester said the amount fixed 
by the Bill was too great and it wa 
quite evident that that was the opiniot 
of the general public, because since thi 
Bill had been introduced, as he ha 
stated upon a former occasion, there ha‘ 
been an extraordinary rise in the valu¢ 
of shares in all the great brewery com 
panies on the Stock Exchange. The hon 
Baronet the Member for Peckham ha: 
stated that this rise was only an examp} 
of the general rise of securities which hat 
taken place in recent times. That wa 
not so because he had received letters fro 
directors and shareholders in grea 
brewery companies saying that it was 
fact that the introduction of this Bi 
had increased the value of their shar¢ 
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it [by giving a security of tenure where 
eg | there had be2n no security of tenure 
en | before. When an insecure tenure was 
us | turned into a secure one it did raise the 
his | value of the property and to that extent 
yht Jin this case it did an injustice to the 
no | public. He agreed that the Amendment 
m- }which the Government had proposed to 
sal |Clause 4 entirely alterel this question of 
rge fa time limit, and it was exactly what he 
the Jhimself had put down on the Paper as an 
sal | Amendment with regard to new licences, 
ice | New licences wer2 to have a seven years 
the jrun, and at the end of that time the 
es, |licensing authority was to have the most 
ex- |perfect freedom to make the best they 
an Jcoull of the licence and renew it to some- 
ere Jone else at an increased rental. All that 
eal Jwas proposed in this case was to pur- 
uld Fchase from the existing licence-holders 
ary ithe right to place them on the same 
to footing as all new licence-holders. Ii 
ionffthey did not accept some kind of time 
een filimit they would have two classes of 


The old licences would become 
extremely valuable under this Bill. They 
ai heard a great deal about the pre- 


to Hlicences. 
me 


the 


em. $1869 beerhouses, but they were now 
xed Jsetting up pre-1904 b-erhouses. The 


rime Minister said that this Bill was no 
to future licensing reform. 
Everyone knew what an obstacle the 
pre-1869 beerhouses had been, and it was 
not at all certain that the pre-1904 beer- 
Jpj-f20uses would not prove just as great an 
few ybstacle to reform as the 
nq? g Pre" 1869 beerhouses had done. 
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The principle of this Amendment wasa 
rery simple one and he could not under 
tand the inability of the First Lord of 
the Treasury to accept it. He recognised 
that in past times a very valuable 
monopoly which really was the property 
of the public was, under the law, given to 
the licence-holders. It ought to have 
been sold to them as it was going to be 
in the future. The law did not allow 
that and the justices who granted a 
leence had no alternative but to make a 
tery valuable present of public property 
somebody or other. It was recog- 
tised as a sort of expectation which had 
grown up and which they ought not to 
tbsolutely confiscate but which ought to 
be purchased from the holder at a 
easonable value. The whole ques- 
ion was, what was the proper com- 
Pensation to pay the existing licence- 
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holders for giving up the monopoly which 
they now enjoyed? He did not pretend 
to say whether it ought to be enjoyment 
for a period of fourteen or twenty-one 
years, but clearly it ought to be for some 
definite term of years. ‘The licence-holder 
at present had no legal right to a renewal 
of his licence. It was only an expectation 
but they were now giving him a right to 
renewal unless he was compensated for 
the full value of the licence taken from 
him. The proposal of the hon. Baronet 
the Member for North-west Manchester 
was that during a period of fourteen years 
no licence should be taken away unless 
compensation was given to the holder. 
It was said that this was a compulsory 
insurance by the publicans out of their 


own funds. He thought that a great 
deal too much had been made of that 
point by the supporters of this Bul. 


There was no reason whatever why a 
fund for public purposes should not le 
raised by increasing the licensing tax, and 
if the State chose to increase the licensinz 
taxfor the purposesot compens ition, it was 
really giving the publicans compensation 
out of publicfunds. [Mrnistveriat cries of 


“No.” | It was giving the publicans com- 
pensation out of funds which might fe 
raised by Parliament and devoted to 


public purposes. Nothing in the world was 
easier than the making of a calculation of 
the amount required to give compensation 
for fourteen years and no longer. The 
actuary of any insurance company would 
at once calculate the amount that wou!d 
have to be paid for fourteen years and no 
longer. The Solicitor-General had asked 
what they were going to do at the end of 
fourteen vears. The answer was that at 
the end of fourteen vears the licence- 
holder would have no further right to a 
renewal of the licence. The question was, 
is it a fair and reasonable bargain to the 
holders of existing licences to give them 
fourteen vears secure tenure in exchange 
for the precarious tenure which they now 
have? His opinion was that it was fair, 
and he thought the general opinion cer- 
tainly was that the perpetual tenure given 
them by the Government in this Bill 
was too much, as the rise in brewery 


shares incontestably showed. 


There was one point of the Bil! which had 
never been properly explained, and that 
‘ was the words in the clause which provided 
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that the compensation was to be “ calcu- | 
lated as if this Act had not passed.” This | 
expression might have a sinister meaning 
for the licence-holders. It might mean 
that the compensation was to be calcu-| 
lated as if the tenure was the present 
precarious annual tenure and not the 
perpetual right to their licences which the 
publicans thought they were getting and 
which evidently the investors on the 
Stock Exchange thought they were get- 
ting. Was there any trap in these words, 
“ calculated as if this Act had not passed,” 
to catch the holders of existing licences ? 
It might turn out that the proposa! of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North-west Manchester was really 
more advantageous to the holders of 
licences than the terms of the Bill. The 
publicans ought to be careful that they 
were getting the boon they expected. 
He could quite understand that for the 
next year or two it would be very easy 
for an experienced valuer to say in a 
case of compensation that if the Act of 
1904 had not been passed the holder of 
this licence wou'd have had a precarious 
annual tenure, that he would have been 
lable to lose his licence at the discretion 
of brewster sessions. and that, therefore, 
he wou'd not value it at move than five 
or six years puchase. That was very 
much less than the fourteen years pro- 
posed by the Amendment, and which 
the Member tor North-w st Manchester, 
was willing to concede to the existing 
licence-ho ders. But his difficulty about 
the words was in regard to what would 
happen twenty or thirty years hence, 
and what a valuer wou'd then do if called 
upon to estimate the value of a licensed 
house “as if this Act had not passed.” 
How wou'd the valuer set about his 
work? He should like the Solicitor- 
~ veneral, or the hon. Member for the Stret- 
ford Division, who had experience in these 
“aluation questions, or in the absence 
0: these learned Gentlemen, the Home 
Secretary, to say definitely, first of all, 
how the value of a licence was to be 
estimated immediately alter the Act was 
passed, and how the value was to be 
estimated twenty or thirty years after- 
wards. It would be a very great mis- 
take if the trade allowed themselves 
to be contented with provisions which 
wou'd not give them the protection they 
expected, and which wou!d expose them 


Sir John Gorst. 
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to the risk of this particular Act being 
tampered with and altered by legisla- 
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tion in a future Parliament by people 


who might think that this Bill had not 
received due deliberation when passing 
through the House. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that as the Home 
Secretary had not risen to answer the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University as to the meaning 
of the words ‘‘calculated as if this Act 
had not passed,” he should like to press 
the point, because it was a matter of 
the greatest importance. Both the 
vight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North-west Manchester and the Prime 
Minister spoke as supporters of the Bill, 
but it was plain from their speeches that 
in opinion they were worlds apart. The 
mover of the Amendment had complained 
that the Bill ignored the three main 
facts. It ignored that there was now no 
vested interest, and no perpetuity of 
tenure, and it ignored the fact that the 
discretion of the justices was absolute in 


the matter of reiusing to renew 
licences. He did not profess to be 
able to reconcile the speech of the 


Prime Minister and that of the right hon. 
Member for North-west Manchester. But 
the ignoring of these facts in the Prime 
Minist er’s speech and in the Bill itself 
was a very considerable part of the case 
against the Bill. The Bill, moreover, 
was going to abolish the notice or warn- 
ing to the trade, which the mover of the 
Amendment said existed already. The 
right hon. the Member for North-west 


Manchester said that moderate temper-§ 


ance reformers were not treated too well 
in the House. He admitted that he 
spoke rather slightingly the other day, 
not of the right hon. Gentleman. but of 
the class to which he belonged as being 
people who expressed their opinions but 
would not enforce them. While the 
speech of the right hon. Member for 
north-west Manchester was sound and 
satisfactory. he could not refrain from 
asking what was going to happen if the 
Amendment was rejected. ‘The true 
type of a moderate man was the right 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries 
who had made, as the Prime Ministe 
himself admitted, a most moderat 
speech, in which the right hon. an 
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learned Gentleman said that if this 
Amendment were carried, it would con- 
siderably modify his opinion in regard 
to the Bill. But if it was rejected by 
the Government, he remained an in- 
veterate opponent of the Bill. Was the 
opinion of a moderate temperance re- 
former to be enforced ? Would the right 
hon. Gentleman become an inveterate 
opponent of the Bill if the Amendment 
was rejected? That was the only way 
in which to enforce the opinion of 


moderate temperance reformers; but if 
the Amendment was not accepted 
then all the expressions of opinion 


about temperance reform by the right 
hon. Gentleman were absolutely useless. 
They would count for nothing unless the 
right hon. Gentleman changed his action 
from support of the Bill into hostility. 


He maintained that the Bill placed 
private before public interest in this 
matter. ‘lemperance reformers wanted 
freedom to reduce licences, to change to 
a better system in carrying on the liquor 
trade, and to increase the licence duties. 
When was that time going to come? 
The answer of the Government as em- 
bodied in the Bill was ‘“ Never,’ and 
this was the reason of the right hon. 


Gentleman’s Amendment. ‘The Prime 
Minister said that future projects of 
temperance reform would not be pre- 


judiced. The Bill, however, was being 
construed by the trade as giving them a 
tile. Lino Amendment of this kind was 
accepted, then, thouzh he admitted that 
at present there was a claim for equitable 
consideration on behalf of the trade, he 
said that the Bill was going to transform 
the claim, not in equity, but inlaw. By 
doing this it was going to weaken very 
much the claim in equity; and if the 
Amendment was rejected, whatever the 
Bil might do in law, it was not attach- 
ing equity to what it did. Thouzh it 
m'ght be giv'ng something in law, it was 
not only giving nothing, but removing 
something of the equitable consideration 
Which many o»ponents of the measure 
felt to be due. That was why he joined 
in the appeal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man who put this Amendment forward 
as an honest compromise. But the right 
hon. Gentleman a!so uttered a note of 
warning. He asked the trade to remem- 
ber how good a bargain they were 
making at the present time—he supposed 
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with the present Government—and to 
consider whether by being reasonable in 
accepting some Amendment of this kind 
they would not make themseives more 
comfcriable in the hereafter. Even 
if the Amendment were accepted, he 
did not sry that it would be regarded as 
absolutely satisfactory by all sections of 
temperance reformers, but it would do a 
gool deal to weaken the resentment with 
which the Bill was being receivel. The 
Amendment. indeed, touched the very 
essence of the controversy, for it dealt 
with the question whe‘her it was possible 
to turn the Bill into something which 
might be a measure of temperance reform, 
or whether if would no‘ be a permanent 
barrier to temperance reform. 


Mr CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that the hon. Baronet opposite and 
others had argue l as if the Bill provided 
something in the nature of excessive 
compensation to the trade or the owners 
of public-houses. But if they were to 
have anvthing in the nature of compensa- 
tion at all, he contended that they could 


not have it In a more moilerate or re- 
stricted form than in the Bill—if the 
measure was really understool. It had 


been argue that whan licensel premises 
were taken for the purpose of public 
improvements two kinds of compensa- 
tion were in force. There was a trading 
compensation and a compensation for a 
diminution in the value of the premises 
themselves. As a rule the trade com- 
pensation was the larger figure of the 
two; but in the Bill there was no trade 
compensation of any kind. Thev were 
looking at the difference in the value of 
the premises as license 1 or unlicensed, and 
this did not bring into consideration what 
was known as trade compensation at all. 
He also contended that most absurd esti- 
mates had been published as to the price 
which would be pail by way of compensa- 
tion unler the Bill. All these estimateg 
had been based on a misapprehension 

because those who hai formulated them 
had no: stulied what the proposals of the 
Government were in the Bill. If compen- 
sation meant indemnity, as it did, it was 
only fair to take into consideration all 
the special conditions in each case, and 
nothing could be more unfair than to bring 
in a number of years which in some cases 
would be too many and in others too few. 
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They had to consider what was the chance 
of the renewal of a licence, if this Bill had 
not been passed. There were ceitain 
public-houses where the number of years 
purchase would be exceedingly small, 
because, hiving regard to the conditions, 
there was a great chance of the licences 
not being renewei. On the other hand, 
in the ese of well-conducted public- 
houses, which were not likely to be inter- 
fered wth, a much larger number of 
years purchase would be given; because 
if com: ensation meant indemnity all the 
special conditions in each particular case 
should be taken into consideration. In 
such circumstances, could anything be 
more unfilr than to bring in a number of 
years which in some cases would give too 
much compensation, and in other cases 
would penalise properly conducte i licensed 
houses. A larger measure of compensa- 
tion would be given to the worst public- 
houses, and a smaller measure to the best 
conducted houses. Could any system of 
compensation which professed to be fair 
and equitable be worse than that? It 
could not be contended that the Bill 
would give a freehold or a permanent 
tenure. He would oppose that to the 
utmost, because it would give the licence- 
holder something to which he was not 
entitled. He would not give the licence- 
holder any greater interest than he had 
at present; and he could not imagine 
any member of the legal profession reading 
the Bill in any other sense. 

[f land were taken by a railway com- 
pany it was valued for the purposes of com- 
pensation as it was, not asit would be when 
utilised hy the railway company. Under 
this Bill, it was also expressly provided 
that the compensation should be assessed 
as if the Act had not been passed, and 
as if no increased security had been given. 
He thought it was of extreme importance 
that the question of compensation should 
be really understood and appreciated. 
There was no practical difficulty in the 
matter. After all, it was a case of 
insurance; and he could not understand 
the argument that it would be impossible 
in the future to put additional taxation 
on the property because of the insurance. 
The compensation was not in any sense 
a public tax; and, although he would 
demur to it at present, still if, in the 
future, additional taxation were thought 
to be fair, having regard to similar burdens 


Mr. Cripps. 
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on other classes, the present Bill would 
not prevent it. The word monopoly had 
been used. A railway company very 
often obtained from Parliament a very 
valuable monopoly. If, afterwards, it was 
found that the monopoly turned out to 
be more profitable than had been ex- 
pected, was that any reason why the 
State should tax off the whole of the 
surplus profit. A principle of that kind 
would destroy all interest in statutory pro- 
perty. Having given astatutory expecta- 
tion, the State could not annex the pro- 
fits if the expectation turned out to be 
profitable. The Bill would not give the 
trade any greater right than it at pre- 
sent possessed; but, having regard to 
established expectation, they were en- 
titled to have a fair measure of compen- 
sation assuming they conducted thei: 
business In a proper manner. He was 
not prepared to introduce a time limit, 
which, during its duration, would make 
any alteration of the law impossible. 
The Act might work well or badly. He 
believed it would work well; but if it 
worked badly it would be impossible 
during the period of the time limit to 
alter the law, however badly the Act 
might be operating. In that respect, he 
joined issue with the right hon. Baronet. 


Str EDWARD GREY said his argu- 
ment was that Parliament always had 
the right. 


Mr. CRIPPS said it would not hav 
the right during the period of the time 
limit. That was whv he objected to the 
Amendment. He did not want Parlia- 
ment to be fettered in the event of the Act 
not working properly. He believed that 
the compensation to be provided would 
be sufficient without a time limit to 
reduce the number of public-houses by a 
third: and thereby effect a most desir- 
able temperance reform. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said the 
subjects which were dealt with by the 
hon. and learned Member for Stretiord 
were intricate subjects and dealt with in 
an intricate way but they seemed to him 
to be rather remote from the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Manchester. The 
First Lord of the Treasury could only 
defend this Bill by assuming facts that 
did not exist and ignoring facts that did. 
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The right hon. Gentleman commenced 
by assuming that the licence-holder had 
a perpetuity of tenure and therefore had 
a hona fide right to compensation and he 
was obliged to ignore what appeared to 
him to be a far more material part of the 
case, namely, that the licence-holder, or 
the brewer behind him. by this Bill 
would not only receive compensation but 
be put into a better position than before 
by reason of the fact that there would be 
less competition. It was under these 
circumstances that they failed to find any 
argument in the statements of the First 
Lord of the Treasury against the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Manchester. 
He did, however, weleome one deliver- 
ance of the right hon. Gentleman which 
vas also apparent in the speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for Stretford. 
Both were much impressed with the ob- 
jects of temperance reform. They denied 
that any difficulty would be placed in 
the way of temperance reform because 
the power of Parliament to further 
temperance reform would remain the 
same as though this Bill had not passed. 
The hon. Member for Stretford could not 
possibly understand how matters could 
be made worse by this Bill because the 
powers of Parliament remained and the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord re- 
fused to admit any argument adduced 
against this Bill in respect of the diffi- 
culty it put in the way of temperance 
reform. If a compromise like this was 
refused it was quite clear they were 
thrown back to a position in which this 
Bill had no moral force atall. That was 
the position forced upon them. They 
objected to the Bill, and felt that they 
could not do better than to give due 
notice that they noted what was said 
by the right hon. Gentleman that he did 
not think it would make any difference 
in the future. It would be, then, all! the 
easier to induce some future Parliament 
to bring about those reforms which they 
thought were necessary before but which 
would |e doubly necessary now. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said the ingenious speech of 
the hon. Member for Stretford had 
shown very clearly that it was 
most desirable that this clause should be 
throughly discussed before it passed into 
law and that some explanation should be 
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given by the Government as to the exact 
way in which it was to work. The 
learned Solicitor-General might be able 
to explain to the Committee the exact 
principle upon which the Inland Revenue 
would value, and how they were likely to 
value, licensed houses under this Bill. 
He feared the debate would have little 
practical result, but as he had a kindred 
Amendment upon the Paper he felt con- 
strained to add a few words. His 
Amendment contained what was properly 
called a time limit, and he had always 
thought that justice rather than 
generosity should guide the amount of 
compensation and that it should be fora 
limited period and on a sliding scale. 
What was in his mind was that there 
should be a period when the public would 
be free to introduce a better licensing law. 
It was generally admitted that licence- 
holders now had only an equitable claim, 
but this Bill. if passed into law in its present 
shape, would give them a vested interest 
of a perpetual character and future 
Parliaments when thev desired to inter- 
fere with those vested interests would 
always have this Bill held up to them in 
the future as givinga legal and moral 
claim to the licence-holder, a claim 
which he did not now possess. He there- 
fore contended that, if this Amendment 
was not accepted. an impediment would 
be thrown in the way of preserving to 
the public the right of licensing public- 
houses. li that was required was to see 
that justice was done. There was no 
reason for being generous to the trade. 
The Government were tying the hands of 
the public authorities in the future. The 
result, no doubt, might be the closing of 
considerable numbers of useless and 
pernicious public-houses now, but they 
must not entirely sacrifice the future to 
the present. and they might well be 
content with a smaller sum of money than 
was contemplated by the right hon. 
Gentleman rather thaa adopt a policy 
which, though it might have striking 
results at present. would put the licens- 
ing authorities in great difficulty, tie 
their hands at no very distant date. and 
be a bar to all further progress. They 
might fairly look forward to the time 
when more would be demanded in the 
way of temperance reform than was now 
demanded and therefore they ought 
to see that this compensation fund 
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should be an assistance and not a hind- | 
Tance. At present he was not satisfied 

that the Inland Revenue would be able 

to arrive at what was the moral and 

equitable value of a licensed house 

before the passing of this Bill, and he 

therefore appealed to the Solicitor-General 

to throw some light on this matter, and 

make it clear, in order that the Committee 

might know how far it was going. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
Expressed the opinion that this Amend- 
ment went to the heart of the whole 
question. It had been pointed out by the 
hon. Member who mov ed the Amendment, 
and still more forcibly by the hon. 
Member for Blackpool on the Second 
Reading ot the Bill. that by providing a 
compensation fund they would at any 
rate liberate the hands of the licensing 
justices and free them from the natural 
reluctance they now felt to take away a 
licence without compensating the holder. 
He might be allowed to remind the 
Committee of some figures where the 
action of the magistrates in reducing 
licences to the great benefit of the com- 
munity had taken place. This had 
taken place in districts where the evil 
had been forced upon the attention of 
the magistrates. In Liverpool 350 
licences had been taken away in thirteen 
years, with the result that the arrests 
for drunkenness had decreased from 
16,000 to 4,000. They had been able to 
dispense with the services of 100 police- 
men, and the moral condition of that 
town had been wonderfully improved in 
spite of the large and growing popula- 
tion. In Blackburn the number of 
licences had been reduced in fifteen 
years from 600 to 417, while the pro- 
ceedings against licensees had diminished 
from thirty-nine to seven, and the arrests 
for drunkenness and disorder from 
989 to 624 per annum. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 

man is now dealing with the general 
question. I must ask him to confine 
his remarks to the Amendment before 
the Cominittee. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON said he was en- 
deavouring to show that some time 


limit ought to be imposed, and that the 
compensation fund would be altogether 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


inadequate to effect even such a reduc- 
tion as had heen made under existing 
circumstances. In Winchester th re was 
one licence to every 150 people. The 
licensing magistrates gave the brewers 
one year in which to submit a plan for 
reduction. They agreed to surrender 
fifty licences without any compensation, 
but after the speech of the Prime Minister 
they withdrew the offer, and now every 
one of those licences would have to be 
paid for on the basis of this Bill. He 
submitted that, unless a time limit were 
imposed, the efforts of temperance re- 
formers for more than fifty years would 
be frustrated, and the trammels of the 
drink traffic more firmly fixed upon the 
backs of the people. 
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Stir EDWARD CARSON said that 
if, as the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Somersetshire had stated, it 
was essential that this clause should be 
fullv discussed in order that the Com- 
mittee might know where they stood, 
with regard to the principle of compensa- 
tion, it was a pity the 
should have been spent in discussing a 
quest‘on which had already been debated 
for two days and voted upon by the 
Committee. With regard to the words 
“ calculated as if this Act had not passed,” 
the right hon. Gentleman had asked how 
anybody would be able to calculate, some 
years hence, the value of a business at 
the time this Bill passed, taking into 
consideration the conduct and everything 
else connected with the person carrying 
it on. The words had no application at 
all to the valuation in that It 
was contended that the Bill would givea 
permanent or, at all events a statutory 
term to the licensee. The words meant 
that in the valuation no per- 
manency should be taken into account 
but that, when the Commissioners came to 
fix the value of « licence or the value ef 
premises for the purposes of the clause, 
they should consider the value having 
regard to the fact that the renewal of 
the licence was subject to the absolute 
discretion of the magistrates, and that 
the holder of the licence had only just 
such a tenure as he at present possessed. 
Ii there was any doubt as to the exact 
meaning of the words, he was prepared to 
insert ‘‘as if the licence were subject to 
the same conditions of renewal as were 


whole afternoon 


sense. 


such 
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applicable immediately before the passing 
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of this Act,’ or he would consider any so. 
other form of words that might be sub- 


mitted before the Report stage. He 
hoped the Committee would now come to 
a decisionon the question as there were 
a number of other Amendments which he 
would be glad to hear discussed. 


An HON. MEMBER: Then why d 


vou not extend the time ? 


Mr. MARKHAM 


(Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said the meaning of the clause 
had not vet been made perfectly clear. 
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Sir EDWARD, CARSON: That is not 


Mr. MARKHAM said he was basing 
his remarks on the statement of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
| Dumfries, and he would be glad to know 
| upon what other basis than that of the 


takings of the house the Commissioners 


| sapport the 


If no agreement were come to and the | 


matter went to arbitration, the question 


would be left to the Commissioners of | 


Inland Revenue. who based their valua- 
tions on the takings of the houses. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Jarran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Devlin, Chas. 


AYES. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
tamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M.(Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt EC(S.Andrsw’s Bgh 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Gladstone Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. SirE. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hain, Edward 
Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale 
Harcourt, Rt HnSirW(Monm’th 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath,Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham 
Higham, John Sharpe 


3rampton 


° | could arrive at a value. 


He should not 
Amendment, because he 


failed to see how anybody could vote for 
it who was opposed altogether to the 
| principle of compensation. 


Question put. 


[he Committee divided :—Ayes, 209; 
Noes, 250. (Division List No. 218.) 


Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse Rt Hn H. (Somers’t, 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fred 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambton Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.(Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M’Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles ( Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt.Hn.John (Montrose 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F.X.(Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N. 
O’Connor James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Shee, James John 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hon Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
3anbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

3ingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-ColH.F. (Middlesex | 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHonJ(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJA(Wore. ' 


| Slack, 


| Egerton, Hon. A 
| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
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Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

| Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) | 
Schwann, Charles E. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shaw-Stewart,Sir H ( 


Xenfrew ) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

John Bamford 
Smith,H C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


NOES, 


| Chapman, Edward 


Charrington, Spencer 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


A. E. 


| Cohen, Be “ge? Louis 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
| Crossley, 


Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Karl of 
Davenport, William 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph ( 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt Hon. SirJohnE. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 


Bromley 


A. Akers 


| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Duke, 
Dyke 


Henry Edward 
. de Tatton 
Fardell, 


Sir T. George 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Manchr | 


Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert 
Firbank, Sir Joseph 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


Thomas 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose | 


Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Philip S(Warwick,S.W. | 
| Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gordon, HnJ.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 


| Heath, 


Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart | 


sannatyne | 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 

| Thomas, David Afred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
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| Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton, Jose ph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan, 
| Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, ‘Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull,W.) 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Hudderstid 


Yoxall, James Henry. 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
William Houldsworth and 
Mr. Tritton. 


| Gordon, MajEvans-(‘T’rH mlets 
Gore, HonS.F. Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm/’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
, Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(‘Tynem’th) 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
James (Staffords.N 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, SirA.(Statford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.#.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
| Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard John(KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W(Salop 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


res 
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Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, JohnGrant(Yorks.NR | 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(BristolS | 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.)Porstmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHn SirHE(Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H.M. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 


*MR. 


Amendment which stood 


BLACK (Banffshire) said 
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Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 


| Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
| Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnaat, James Farquharson | 


Richards, Henry Charles 


Ridley, Hon M W (Stalybridge | 


Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


2obinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Lollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


the 
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| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford East) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W.Bromwich) 
Stanley, HonArthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, EdwardJas{Somerset) 
| Stanley, Rt Hon Lord (Lancs.) 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chicester) 
| Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
Thompson, DrEC (Monagh’n,N 
Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuff, Charles 
| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H (Sheffield 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-ColACE (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir CharlesGE(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und.Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
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| Wilson-Todd, SirWH (Yorks.) 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. H’n. C.B.Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


inerease, in consequence of the payment 





the Paper would, he hoped, not be con- 
sidered as marring the Bill, because it was 
in entire accordance with its principle, 
and provided that where a licence was 
forfeited for public purposes the com- 
pensation should be paid by the trade. 
Unless this Amendment was inserted in 
the Bill, the net result would be that 
public improvements would be greatly 
hindered, because undoubtedly the result 
of the measure would be to very largely 
increase the amount of compensation 
which, but for the Amendment, would be 
required to be paid by the public 
authority if the licence were forfeited for 
any purpose of public improvement or 
utility. Inseveral respects the monopoly 
value of the licence would be enhanced 
by the passing of this measure. First of 
all there would be an increased value 


vested in the licence by legitimate 


in his name on of contributions and diminution in 
other licences under _ this Act. 
First of all there would be fixity 


of tenure proposed by this measure which 
was estimated to increase the value by 
three or four times. Then there was the 
increase in value which accrued by in- 
creased population, and non-granting of 
new licences. but there would also be in- 
creases in monopoly value which might 
be termed illegitimate. There would 
also be the increment through forfeiture - 
of other by non - observance 
of the terms of the licence granted. 
Further there would be the withdrawal 
of reasonable pressure brought to bear 
on licence-holders by the licensing author- 
ities. For instance, he was informed 
that out of forty-six licences withdrawn 
in Glasgow by the operation of the pub- 
lic authority, only four received any com- 
pensation, because the magistrates were 
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brought to bear on the licence-holders 
to dispense with the licences without 
compensation. If a public authority in 
any future time required to suppress 
licences, they would require, according to 
the proposals of the Bill, to pay the 
increased monopoly value of those 
licences. He jurther submitted thie 
Amendment was reasonable becanse 
in making a public grant of a monopoly 
to a trade—as they did in this case—it 
was reasonable that they shou!d do so 
subject to the public uses. The obligation 
to pay compensation on the part of 
the trade was stronger in this case 





than where a licence was taken 
away on the ground of  non-re- 


quirement, because in the case he was 
figuring the licence which had been re- 
moved would be a valuable licence, and 
not one which was not required. The 
result would consequently be that the 
trade — unless the Amendment were 
accepted—would get the full increment 
in the shape of largely increased trade 
without any payment on _ its part. 
The Government were between 
two masters, one being the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham—who really made the sugges- 
tion to which his Amendment gave effect 
—and the other the brewing interest. It 
would be interesting to see which master 
the Government would serve. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 28, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘or where licensed premises 
are required for purposes of public utility or 
improvement.’ ’’—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE vor 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Axers-DovucG.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
said the clause only applied to licences 
taken away for a particular purpose. What 
the hon. Member proposed was that if it 
was necessary to take a licence away for 
the purposes of a public improvement, it 
should come under the provisions of this 
Bill. Surely that was entirely reversing 
the practice which now prevailed, which 
was that if property was taken away for 
the purposes of public improvements 
compensation should be given under the 


Mr. Black. 
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enabled by the reasonabie pressure they © 
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Lands Clauses Act. He could not see 
why if a house was taken away, and the 
licence forfeited for the purposes of a 
public improvement, compensation should 
come out of the fund provided for by 
this Bill. 
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*Mr. BLACK said that in deference to 
the opinion expressed by his hon. friends 
around him he did not propose to divide 
the House. He asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. SEELY moved an Amendment 
defining the amount of compensation to 
be paid to different persons who were 
interested in a licensed house. Under 
the proposals of the Government that 
was left to be decided by quarter 
sessions. It would be felt by many 
persons, and very largely by those who 
were interested in these houses, that it 
would be an advantage if the House 
were to define the amounts that were 
to be paid to the different persons con- 
cerned, both because the question was 
one of very great importance, and also 
because the compensation under the Bill 
was for an act of a public kind differ- 
ent in character from the usual acts for 
which compensation was paid. If an 
ordinary property was taken for a railway 
or a public improvement the persons 
dispossessed, although debarred from 
carrying on their business at a particular 
place, were not prevented from com- 
mencing again ina neighbouring place. 
But under the Bill if a public-house was 
closed there would be no opportunity for 
aman, once dispossessed of his licence, 
carrying on business in a neichbouring 
street because the very intention of 
the Act was to diminish the number 
of licences. Therefore the publican was 
subjected to a kind of inconvenience and 
loss which the ordinary person whose 
business was taken away in consequence 
of a public inprovement was not generally 
subjected to. It was consequently 
necessary to carefully define the par- 
ticular amounts whici were to be paid 
and the manner in which it was pre- 
posed to distribute them. 

First of all, he proposed that those 
who were employed in or about licensed 
premises should be paid three months 
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wages or salary. This was to meet 
the case of tenants, managers, and 
other persons employed in these houses 
who, if there was a general reduc- 
tion of licences as the Prime Minister 
suggested, would be seriously injured 
in consequence of the difficulty of ob- 
taining employment in their own busi- 
ness. Then he proposed that the 
occupier of the premises, 7.e., the tenant, 
should have a sum equal to two years 
profits, calculated on the average of the 
last five years and also the difference 
between the value of the stock 
and fittings in the premises as valued 
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between the ingoing and _ outgoing 
tenant. He also proposed to give to 


the licence-holder a definite right, which 
he did not feel at all certain he would 
have under the Bill, of compensation for 
the loss of his stock. There were many 
licence-holders the greater part of whose 
capital was invested in the stock and 
fittings of their respective houses, and 
if their licences were taken away, they 
would be injured by being obliged to 
sell, and further by the fact that a 
reduction in the number of houses would 
lead to a corresponding reduction in the 
demand for stock. He did not see 
anything in the Bill to enable quarter 
sessions to make an allowance of that 
kind to the occupier, and it was therefore 
well to insert a definite proposal in the 
Bill. Then he proposed that the owner 
of the premises shoud have the cost of 
any structural alteration necessary to 
adapt the premises to other uses than 
the sale of intoxicating liquors; and 
further, that up to 1914 there should be 
paid in addition to the compensation 
mentioned to the owner of the premises 
a sum equal to the average annual protits 
as above, multiplied by the number of 
years unexpired between the date of the 
refusal of the licence and 31st December, 
1914. 


The Prime Minister had stated that 
he could not understand the argument 
in favour of the time limit; but the 
right hon. Gentleman must acknow- 
ledge that the feeling in favour of it 
was strong in the country and that there 
must be some basis for some arrangement 
of that kind. The proposal which he 
made would, he believed, meet the 
difficulty, and be just to the publican, 
while it would not cause any injustice 
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to others concerned in the trade. What 
was at the bottom of the feeling was 
that the value of a licensed house was 
altogether different from the value of 
other businesses. The goodwill of an 
ordinary business was due to the energy 


and good management of the owner or to 
the particular position of the house, but 


the goodwill of a license} house had, in 
addition, a value due to the monopoly 
given to it by the State. That was 
worth twelve or thirteen years purchase, 
while the ordinary goodwill of an ordinary 
business was worth only two or three 
years purchase. HEvervone acknowledged 
that the growth of the monopoly value 
had been a misfortune and a mistake and 
it would be far better if the country 
could obtain that value foritself. What 
he proposed was that they should give 
an absolute right to the owner of a 
licensed house, till 1914. that no licence 
should be granted within a certain dis- 
tance of his house and that during those 
ten years he would continue to have his 
monopoly value. If they did that they 
could at the end of that time quite 
reasonably and justly treat his licence as 
a new one, put it on the seven years 
system proposed for new licences, and 
obtain the monopoly for the public 
generally, instead of for individual owners. 
He was not bound to the terms of the 
distribution of the compensation em- 
bodied in his Amendment, and only put 
them forward as a basis for compromise. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** In page 1, line 28, to leave out from from the 
word * Act’ to the end of Sub-section (1), and 
insert the words ‘the following sums shall be 
paid as compensation to the persons e%n- 
cerned, 

‘(a) To all persons employed in or about 
the licensed premises in conection with the sale 
of intoxicating liquors, three months wages or 
salary ; 

‘(b) To the occupier of the said premises, 
a sum equal to two years profits calculated on 
the average of the last tive years, and also the 
difference between the value of the stock and 
fittings}in the premises, as valued between an 
ingoing and outgoing tenant and their value 
for removal anid sale ; 

‘(e) To the owner of the said premises, the 
cost of any structural alterations necessary 
to adapt the premises to other uses than the 
sale of intoxicating liquors, such amount not 
to exceed two years annual value ; 

‘(d) If the renewal be refused before the 
thirty-first day of December, J%14, then there 
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shall be paid in addition to compensation as 
above to the owner of the said premises a sum 
equal to the average annual profits calculated 
as above multiplied by the number of years 
unexpired between the date of the retusal of 
the licence and the thirty-first day of December, 
1914.’ "—(Mr. Seely.) 
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Question proposed, ‘That the words 
‘a sum’ stand part of the clause. ” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said it was 
impossible for the Government to accept 
the Amendment. Grave injustice would 


be done if the compensation was 
distributed on the basis proposed. The 
occupier of the premises was to get 


exactly the same amount of compensa- 
tion, whether he was merely the managet 
or the holder of the substant'a! interest 
of a lease. It was perfectly evident that 
that could not be just. All the owner 
was to get was the sum necessary to 
structurally alter the premises for the 
carrying ou of another business, without 
relieving him of the covenants into which 
V reason of the 
premises being licensed. That really 
was no compensation at all. The hon. 
Gentleman had asked him whether the 
holder of the licence would be allowed for 
fittings under the scheme of compensa- 
tion proposed in the Amendment of the 
Home Secretary. It was a little out of 
place to discuss that proposal now, but 
as they might not come to that Amend- 
ment—[Hon. Mremsers: Hear, hear. | 
Miverybody knew that the Amendment 
might not be reacl 


he might have entered by 


hed. 


LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
So did the Government when 


Mr. 
Boroughs) : 
they framed the gui!lotine. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that if 
the Amendment were not reached, it 
would be due to the protracted discussions 
on the first clause of the Bill. But his 
answer to the question was that the 
whole question of the loss sustained by 
the holder by reason of his being deprived 
of his licence would be taken into 
account. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said that 
this was the proper occasion, and the 
only occasion, for the discussion of the 
important question as to how the com- 
pensation money was to be distributed 
among the various persons entitled to 


Mr. Seely. 
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share in it. The Solicitor-General had 
referred to the Home Secretary’s Amend- 
ment ten pages lower down, and had 
reproached them for occupying time on 
other Amendments. But the useful 
discussions that afternoon had been 
initiated by Members sitting on the Goy- 
ernment Benches. Therefore it was not 
judicious for the Solicitor-General to 
have raised such an issue. This was the 
only opportunity that would be available 
for placing what was a real grievance 
before the House and the country. The 
very fact that the Home Secretary had 
put down an Amendment, which would 
never be reached for discussion, showed 
that the Bill as it stood was inejuitable, 
or at least did not provide an equitable 
“igor 


solution of the problem of the distribution 
of the compensation. It was quite clear 
that as the Bill was framed the only 
person who would receive anything, 
in the vast majority of cases, would be 
the brewer, and not the peison a tually 
engaged in the business. The Govern- 
ment had awakened to the fact that thei 


proposal would not bear examinat 
might have unpleasant results outside 
and so they had tardily put down an 
Amendmear, in the name of the Home 
Secretary, which proposed to add at the 


end of Sub-section 2— 





‘Having regard'in the case of the licence- 
holder not only to his legal interest in the 
premises but also to his conduct and to the 
length of time during whieh the has been 
the holder of the licence, and the holder of a 
licence shall (notwithstanding any agreement to 
the contrary) in no case receive a less amount 
than he would be entitled to as tenant for a 
year, or from year to year, of the licensed 
premises,” 

He had not the least notion how a 
valuer was going to work in order to 
find out what was the amount to which 
aman was entitled as tenant for a vear 
or from year to year, which was a totally 
different thing, but in some way or other, 
by some oblique process of reasoning, 
his conduct was to come Into question 
in determining the true scale of remunera- 
tion. He could only say, as a practical 
man, that the wording of the section was 
too obscure to be worthy of any con- 
sideration. 


They. therefore, came back to 
the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for Lincoln. He could not pledge him- 
self to support all the proposals of the 
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hon. Member’s Amendment, but he 
hoped that it might become a substan- 
tive question in order that the Committee 
might be enabled to deal with the whole 
question of the distribution of the com- 
pensation fund. But there were one or 
two features about the Amendment 
which deserved the sympathetic con- 
sideration of the House. In the first 
place it singled out as deserving of a 
share, at any rate, in the fund not 
merely the owner and occupier, but the 
persons employed in the business and 
who obtained their livelihood by a con- 
tinuance of the licence. For his part 
he could not regard any scheme of com- 
pensation as satisfying the necessities 
of the case which left unprovided for 
those persons who were pursuing a 
perfectly honourable calling and who 
found their means of liv elihood suddenly 
put an end to through the operation of 
the Bill. He hoped, therefore, that the 
Committee would affirm that the em- 
ploy’s of the licence-holder had an 
equitable title to a share in the fund. 
The hon. Member then distinguished 
between the case of the owner and the 
occupier. It was absolutely essential, 
if justice was to be done in this matter, 
that the occupier should have a first 
charge on the fund. It was not the 
great brewers that would suffer from the 
suppression of licences; on the contrary, 
in many instances they would positively 
gain from their reduction. On the other 
hand, the individual publican, wha‘ever 
be his legal status, whether tenant, 
manager, agent, or trader by commission, 
was the man actually carrying on the 
business and was the first person to suffer 
if it was suppressed. Both in respect of 
the occupier and the owner the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member proposed to 
limit the amount of compensation on a 
rational and satisfactory basis. But the 
Government having put down an Amend- 
ment in a piace on the Paper where it 
would never be reached, which it was 
impossible to construe and difficult to 
understand, and the hon. Member having 
at this stage put down-in plain language 
a proposition which everyone could follow, 
this was the appropriate moment to dis- 
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Str EDWARD CARSON said that the 
right hon. Gentleman apparently desired 
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to discuss the whole question now. But it 
shou!d be observed that the whole ques- 
tion had not been gone into by the mover 
of the Amendment. Personally he had 
not the least objection at the first moment 
to discuss the subject in its entirety, for 
he thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
would acquit him of any desire to shirk 
the discussion of any point that might 
arise on the Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH pointed out that the 
Government was appealing to the Com- 
mittee to discuss the question under 
conditions which made it impossible to do 
so adequately. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that the 
moment the right hon. Gentleman was 
disposed to issue a challenge on the issue 
he should be prepared to deal with the 
question. The right hon. Gentleman, 
moreover, was absolutely wrong when he 
said that after some hesitation the 
Government had at length put down the 
Amendment giving a portion of the 
compensation fund to the manager. On 
the first day in Committee he stated that 
the opinion of the Government was that 
any holder of a licence, manager or 
otherwise, was a person interested in the 
licensed premises; and when the hon. 
Member for Leeds challenged that opinion 
he had stated that if it were not so he 
was prepared to put down an Amendment 
to make the point perfectly clear. The 
Government were now told that in 
putting this Amendment on the Paper, 
they had placed it there with some 
ulterior motive, and because they had 
been driven to do so by persons who were 
largely interested in public-houses. Such 
a view came very well from those 
who had constituted themselves the 
champions of these managers, from 
those who had in the first instance 
tried to destroy all their interests, 
who had tried to make the various 
persons interested strangle each other. 
This new-born enthusiasm for the 
persons who were engaged in the public- 
house business was as amusing as it was 
amazing. The Amendment which the 
right hon. Gentleman had ridiculed ran 
as follows — 

“ Having regard inthe case of the licence- 
holder not only to his legal interest in the 


premises but also to his conduct and to the 
sane of time during which he has been the 
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holder of the licence, and the holder of a licence 
shall (notwithstanding any agreement to the 
contrary) in no case receive a less amount than 
he would be entitled to as tenant for a year, 
or from year to year, of the licensed premises.” 

Those words, which seemed to be 
strangely unfamiliar to the right hon. 
Gentleman, were taken from the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, which con- 
tained a special provision for persons 
holding a tenancy from year to year. 
As a matter of practice many tenants of 
licensed houses held an agreement for 
three months; some were managers, and 
some were weekly, some monthly, and 
some three or six monthly tenants. 
Although these agreements were short, 
they had continued in many cases for a 
considerab!e time. The Government had 
therefore said that it was fair in these 
cases, although the terms of agreement 
were short, for the ho'der of the licence 
to get at least the share of the compensa- 
tion which a tenant from year to year 
would get. It was an advantage to 
make it clear that the person who held 
a weekly, monthly, or three-monthly 
tenure should receive an amount of com- 
pensation measured at least according 
to the same scale as if he held a ten- 
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ancy durable from year to year. That 
was @ very great benefit to these 
men. He saw no difficulty in having 


regard “not only to his legal interest in 
the premises, but also to his conduct and 
to the length of time during which he 
had been the holder of the licence.” 
The man who held on a short agreement. 
continued year after year and renewed 
from time to time. had the same kind of 
equitable expectation as the owner of the 
house had in relation to the licence for 
which compensation was being set up 
under the Bill. That being so, just as 
the claim to compensation was set up in 
consequence of the equitable expectation 
that the owner had, so this man who had 
been in that employment under a short 
agieement, ought to have his right 
recognised by quarter sessions. And 
why should the tight hon. Gentleman 
thiow ridicule upon the consideration of 
his conduct? Was it not well that the 
man who had conducted a house well 
should get more compensation ? 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): But why 
should the brewer get less under those 
circumstances ? 


Sir Edward Carson. 
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Srr EDWARD CARSON replied that 


it was a matter of extreme importance to 
the brewer that the premises should be 
well conducted, otherwis? he might lose 
the licence altogether. The Government 
endeavoured to put a premium upon the 
good conduct of the house, believing that 
the person who was in possession should 
have that inducement to carry on the 
premises properly. The bad conduct of 
a house might deprive the owner of a 
great deal of compensation, and it was 
not an unfair provision that if the 
licensee had conducted it well he should 
receive a larger amount of compensation. 
They had endeavoured to put a premium 
upon the good conduct of the house, and 
to do what was just and equitable as be- 
tween the different parties. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said the Solicitor-General stated that he 
had dealt with all the main points raised 
during the discussion. But in the course 
of the two speeches he had delivered 
he had not made the slightest allu- 
sion to that part of the Amendment 
which provided that compensation should 
be paid— 

**(a) To all persons employed in or about 
the licensed premises in connection with the sale 
of intoxicating liquors, three months wages or 
salary.” 

He knew the case of a brewer who had 
received in licences from the public a 
monopoly value to the extent of £100,000, 
and they were now asked to compensate 
him to the fullest possible extent for any 
licence taken away for public purposes. 
The persons employed in those licensed 
premises had as great a moral right to 
share in the compensation fund as the 
brewer. The Prime Minister asked them to 
consider the broad equities of this case. 
He thought this Bill stood on very narrow 
grounds if it excluded from its equities 
all those persons employed in connection 
with licensed premises, many ot whom had 
spent practically the whole of their lives, 
working longhours. The broad equities of 
thecase demanded that those people should 
receive that fair treatment which the Bill 
did not give them. The Solicitor-General 
said it was impossible to accept this 
Amendment because the whole Bill was 
based upon depreciation of property. He 
commended that statement to the notic 
of the Committee, because they had alway 
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been told that there were great questions 
of morality involved. Now the reason 
given was depreciation of property, and 
personal claims were entirely ignored. He 
wished to draw the Solicitor - Gzneral’s 
attention to an Amendment on page 35 
in the name of the Home Secretary which 
was as follows— 

“In page 2,line 10, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ having regard in the case of the licence- 
holder not only to his legal interest in the pre- 
mises but also to his conduct and to the 
length of time during which he has been the 
holder of the licence, and the holder of a licence- 
shall (notwithstanding any agreement to the 
contrary) in no case receive a less amount than 
he would be entitled to as tenant for a year, or 
from year to year of the licensed premises.’ ” 

He could quite understand that a 
licence-holder under very short notice was 
going under this Amendment to receive 
not less than twelve months compensa- 
tion, but what he wished to know was 
whether a tenant who might be 
entitled to a longer period than one 
could contract himself out of 


vear 
this Amendment in respect of that 
longer period? If he could contract 


himself out of it then the position was 
that a man under a week’s notice who 
had been there for only a few weeks or 
months was entitled to exactly the same 
compensation as the man who had been 
there for twenty or twenty-five years 
and whose conduct was irreproachable. 
Was it possible for the latter individual to 
contract himself out of his rights or, in 
the words of the parable of the vineyard, 
was the man who had worked one 
hour entitled to one penny and the 
man who had worked twelve hours only 
entitled to the same amount ? 


Sr EDWARD CARSON said there 
were many considerations which hung to- 
gether in regard to this matter. He did 
not know whether, for instance, the hon. 
Member meant to say that no lessee 
was to be allowed to contract him- 
self out; if so, that was the intention 
of the Government. It was absurd to lay 
down that a man who was going to take 
a lease of his premises should not enter 
into any contract he pleased. The men 
they had to protect were those men who 
had short tenancies who were really in 
the nature of employees or managers and 
not lessees at all. They had proposed 
an enactment that, notwithstanding 


{ll Juny 1904} 


Bill. 


any contract entered into, they were 
to get at least one year’s compensation. 
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*Mr. J. H. LEWIS said the reply of 
the right hon. Gentleman was perfectly 
clear and they now knew that these 
men who had been tenants of licensed 
premises for a very long period of years 
were to be free to contract themselves 
out of the benefits of this clause. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said _ they 
had no such power, as there was no 
compulsion put upon those men. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS said he was ref r- 
ring to agreements made between land- 
lord and tenant. 


Str EDWARDCARSON: Agreements 


for how long ? 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS said he meant 
from year to year. In future, in every 
case of agreements made between land- 
lord and tenant, there would be a pro- 
vision contracting them out of the 
interest they had in the licence. They 
were proposing to give to the man who 
had been in the house a few weeks the 
same compensation as th: respectable 
and responsib'e tenant of irreproact- 
able character, who had been in the 
business for twenty-five or thirty 
years. What equity was there in 
that? He had an Amendment on the 
Paper which he ventured to think met 
this case fully. It was on page 27— 

“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘shall’ to 
insert the words ‘after making equitable pro- 
vision for the licence-holder and the persons 
usually employed in or about the licensed 
premises. 

He asked the Government whether that 
was not a fair and equitable way of 
dealing with this question. When the 
meaning of the Government Amendment 
was fully realised, the people of this 
country would be more amazed than 
ever at the extraordinary inconsistencies 
of the Bill which they were now, under 
unfair limitations of time, endeavouring 
to discuss. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress ; 
again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


LICENSING BILL [2xp ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Yr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 2 :— 
Amendment again proposed. 


‘“‘In page 1, line 28, to leave out from the 
word ‘Act,’ to the end of Sub-section (1), 


and insert the words ‘the following sums shall | 


he paid as compensation to the persons con- 
cerned :— 

“3 (a) Toall persons employed in or about the 
licensed premises in connection with the sale 
of intoxicating liquors, three months wages or 
salary. 

‘(b) To the occupier of the said premises, a 
sum equal to two years profits calculated on 
the average of the last five years, and also the 
difference between the value of the stock and 
fittings in the premises, as valued between an 
ir.going and outgoing tenant and their value for 
removal and sale. 

*(c) To the owner of the said premises, the 
cost of any structural alterations necessary to 
adapt the premises to other uses than the sale 
of intoxicating liquors, such amount not to 
exceed two years annual value. 

‘(d) If the renewal be refused before the 
thirty-first day of December, one thousand 
nine hundred and fourteen, then there shall 
te paid in addition to compensation as above 
to the owner of the said premises a sum equal 
to the average annual profits, calculated as 
above multiplied by the number of years un- 
expired between the date of the refusal of 
the licence and the thirty-first day of Decem- 
ber one thousand nine hundred and fourteen.’ ” 


—_(M r. Seely. ) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words ‘a sum’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. EDWARDS (Rhdnor) said the 
Solicitor-General had been twitting the 
right hon. and learned Membei for Fife 
with his new-found enthusiasm for the 
trade. The right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man seemed to be jealous of his right 
hon. friend’s criticisms, as if he were 
poaching on his preserves, and wished to 
convey to the House the idea that 
‘‘Codlin was the friend and not Short.” It 
was time that his right hon. friend did show 
some enthusiasm, and he (Mr. Edwards) 
apprehended he was showing an en- 
thusiasm which they all felt, and that 
was enthusiasm for justice, and inasmuch 
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Bil. 1280 | 1: 
| as he said the Bill did not do justice he} Jt 
‘protested against it, and supported the | ® 

Amendment with enthusiasm, because it | !’ 
would do justice to a particular section | > 
of the trade. They had discussed the| ® 
_ question of the amount to be given, and] “ 
the time within which such compensa- | !¥ 
tion should be granted. Now the ques-| ¥ 
tion was to whom should this compensa-| 
tion he paid? He himself thought there'f #! 
could be but one real act of justice, and, 

that was to let compensation go in the] . 
direction proposed by the Amendment. ] .,, 
He knew that brewers had great expecta-{ 4 
tions under this Bill, but it would be fairg |, 
that these expectations to some extent@ ,,, 
should be lessened. The publicans jj, 
ought to have a larger share of compen- },, 
sation than the Bill proposed.  Practi-ff 4, 
cally it gave most compensation to the pe 
brewers. That was an injustice, because§ ., 
they took most of the profits. They took§ 7 
profits as manufacturers, and also on the§ 5, 
sale of beer, but the publican had only ,, 
one. The tenant, according to the Bill ¥ ,, 
was to find the compensation money, fy, 
and under these circumstances the leastf (:, 
they could do was to give him a proper} ,| 
and fair compensation when he was} ¢), 
dispossessed of his licence. The theory sp 
was that the more licences there were] ,, 
reduced the more was the value of the |,, 
remaining houses increased. If that were} ,, 
so, the more would they be increasing the§ ,,. 
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brewers’ profits by reducing the houses 
He had received a letter from a tenant} 
who felt his position very keenly. Hg 
wrote— 

“‘The Government Licensing Bill appears t 

| me to be a brewers’ Bill and nothing more. 
appears to be for their benefit solely, and leav 
the unfortunate tenant to look after himsel 
If I read the Bill aright, the tenant is to fin 
the money for the purchase of a licence, and 
someone in the House of Commons would fin 
what benefit the tenant would get from h 
outlay, he would confer a benefit upon man 
licence-holders.” 

It was said that the tied hous 
numbered about 80 per cent. in t 
country. If that were so it was a seriou 
matter, because a large number of tenan¢ Nth 
would get no compensation. That faq i 
made him anxious to support the Amen Ko 
ment. There were in three small towig, | 
in his own county forty-six public-house H * 
Half of them were tied houses, an rh 
therefore, 50 per vent. of the tenan wh 

would not, under this Bill, get substantiafwiy 
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» h2| justice, unless the Amendment were | 
the | agreed to. The hon. Member for Flint 
se it | oroughs had referred to the fact that the 
tion | brewers might get the tenants to contract 
the | out the benefits of the Bill as regarded 
and| compensation, They knew enough to 
nsa- | imagine what the position of that tenant 
ues- | Would be who refused to agree to what 
nsa- | the owner or brewer wanted him to do. 
here His position would not be a pleasant one. 
and. 

the} *Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
ent. | said he regarded with great interest the 
cta-F@ Amendment of the hon. Member for 
fairg Lincoln which, amongst other things, sug- 
tent@ vested that the employees should receive 
cans@ three months salary, for the reason that 
pen-# he had himself put down an Amendment, 


acti- 
the 
ause 
took 


the object of which was to include in the 
persons to receive compensation the 
employees. He need not labour the point. 
The calling was an arduous and exacting 


a 





the one, honourably carried out, and the 
only, employees were almost always over- 
Bill F worked and frequently underpaid. 
neY.§ He had listened to the  Solicitor- 
least] General, who had made two speeches, 
Opty which he said completely covered all 
Was} the points of the Amendment and the 
Cory}! speeches made in regard to it; but it 
were} was rather significant that the hon. and 
thet Jearned Gentleman did not mention one 
were® word about the employees. There was a 
tthef orim significance about that omission 
uses 















which ought not to be lost on the working 
The Government at the last 
general election posed as the friend of 
the working classes. The right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham, speaking 
on the 19th September, 1900, in the 
middle of the election, asked to whom the 
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classes. 
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> finggworking classes of this country owed all 
and @ithe legislation which benefited their 
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condition, and said they would find it 
was the Unionist Party at the election ; 
and that statement appeared in an 





Hexaggerated form in_ every’ Tory 
ouse™ i 7 : 
a Hpamphlet. That being so, he was 
sie Hentitled to ask now what the Govern- 
nangprent were going to do with regard to 





tel ithe employees. On this occasion deeds 
il ped not words were wanted. The 
seal olicitor-General was good enough to say 
vuselil hat the basis of compensation in each 

ease was the depreciation of property. 
angiThe employee’s property was his labour, 
han@which was not only depreciated but 
antig#wiped out of existence when the house 
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was shut up. The working classes 
of this country were very happy-go- 
lucky and looked to their own in- 
terests last of all, but he believed the 
limit of human endurance had been 
reached, and that the working classes oi 
this country, when the opportunity, now 
long denied, was given to them, would 
mete out to the Government the treat- 
ment the Government were now meting 
out to them. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said the excuse put forward by 
the Government for this Bill was that it 
would reduce the number of licences. 
The Committee knew from the speeches 
delivered in the country and on behalf 
of the Bill, such as the speech of the 
hon. Member for Ripon on the Second 
Reading, that the reason why licences had 
not been reduced up to the present was 
not because of any particular hardship 
from the point of view of the brewers 
but from the point of view of the tenant. 
Over and over again they had been told 
that it was the tenant who ought to be 
compensated, and it was because of the 
gross hardships inflicted on the tenant that 
the magistrates had not taken advantace 
of their power to reduce licences under the 
existing law. This Billnowa'most entirely 
sacrificed the tenant and handed over 
the compensation to the brewer landlord. 
The licensee was a person selected for his 
good character and his knowledge of the 
business: and if he were dispossessed he 
would have great difficulty in following 
another calling at the moment. Therefore if 
he was to be dismissed he should receive 
a large compensation under this Bill. The 
Solicitor-General had said that under this 
Bill he would receive compensation. That 
was not plain from the Bill; but, even if it 
were so, the compensation to be received 
by him seemed to be most inadequate. 
He ought to receive not only compensation 
for goodwill but for everything he put 
into the business. 


Str EDWARD CARSON: Not good 


will. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE said he was certainly 
under the impression that the Home 
Secretary said that the man should be 
compensated for his, goodwill, and the 
right hon. Gentleman instanced_the case 
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of a popular cricketer who took a house 
and drew together a large custom, and 
said he should certainly be compensated 
for his goodwill. He thought the 
Government were bound to secure 
to the tenant this goodwill in the 
event of his being dispossessed. In the 
cebate on the Second Reading of the 
Bill, the Colonial Secretary said he wasin 
favour of compensation being paid on 
similar lines to that paid under the 
Compensation for Accidents Act. In a 
case of this kind he thought they were 
justified in giving compensation to the 
publican who was dispossessed of his 
licence through no fault of his own. 
The Colonial Secretary said under the 
Compensation Act three vears  saliry 
would be paid to the representatives of a 
man who through accident was disabled. 
His Amendment which appeared on the 
Notice Paper suggested two years salary 
to the dispossessed tenant. The belated 
proposal of the Government would only 
give one year, and nothing to the 
dispossessed staff whatever. His com- 
plaint against the Government was 
that they had looked after the interest 
of the b:ewer instead of looking after the 
interest of the publican and his staff. 
He should like to see an Amendment 
introduced which woul! give to the staff 
not less than three months salary. In 
many cases six months salary would be 
more suitable. He did not suppose that 
in this case the Committee would hear 
any :peeches from the hon. Member for 
Salford or the hon. Member for South 
Derbyshire. They knew very well that 
the Government had voiced their views 
in the debate. Hon. Members on the 
Opposition side of the House who had 
supported the p'inciple of compensation 
would vote in favour of this Amendment 
with a g:eat deal of pleasure, believing 
that it was due to the workers connected 
with the trade. 
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Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
there was a p ovision included in sub- 
clause (a) which was teally the logical 
sequence of the Amendment the Home 
Secretary had put down. He asked the 
Government to 1econsider at some future 
stage the question raised by the Amend- 
ment in order to see whether they could 
not make this concession on behalf of the 
employees. ‘This case differed from the 


Mr. J. A. Pease. 
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ordinary compensation case. In the case 
of a grocer’s shop taken for public 
purposes a person employed in the shop 
might be subject to a month’s notice, 
and it would be absurd to give him three 
months compensation for disturbance. 
The grocer could remove elsewhere and 
open a shop and continue to give employ- 
ment to the shopman, but a publican 
whose licence was not renewed could not 
do that. The employees of the publican 
were thrown on the market as unem- 
ployed, and he thought their case might 
receive a little consideration from the 
Government. He suggested that they 
should consider the question between 
now and the Report stage. 
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Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 
desired to express his agreement with 
the arguments usel on the Opposition 
side of the House on the question of 
compensation, but they did not in any 
way overstate the importance of the 
Amendment. The Amendment put down 
by the Government was a perfectly futile 
one. The Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Lincoln would at least 
sccure some share of the compensation 
fund not only to the barman but also to 
the publican. The Amendment put 
down by the Government would not 
secure more than a nominal share of the 
fund to the publican, because the 
Government Amendment only operated 
in default of agreement. The Govern- 
ment Amendment was that if the parties 
agreed to a sum by way of compensation 
then that should be the sum awarded 
by quarter sessions. What did that 
mean? It meant the right of contracting 
out. 


Str EDWARD CARSON siid_ there 
was another Amendment dealing with 
default of agreement on the Paper. 


Mr. ROBSON replied that that was 
the Amendment he was going to deal 
with. On page 31 there was an Amend- 
ment striking out the words “in default 
of agreement,” and substituting other 
words. He would undertake to say that 
that Amendment was merely one of 
drafting except in the particular that the 
agreement to be arrived at by the parties 
was to be subject to the approval of 
quarter sessions. He rather imagined | 
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quarter sessions would be apt to take the 
view of the Solicitor-General and say that 
where the publican and the brewer had 
come to an agreement under which the 
of compensation was to be 
paid to the publican it should be 
nothing more than nominal. They 
were free contracting patties; they 
were not Chinese labourers. [An Hon. 
MemBer: They might be.} Quarter 
sessions would say, “‘ What is there in 
the Bill to compel us to interfere with 
a free and voluntary contract entered 
into to reduce the amount of compensa- 
tion to a mere nominal sum?” There 
was nothing in the Government Amend- 
ment to prevent it. That being so, 
one had the right to test the situa- 
tion by the general argument used 
by the Solicitor-General in favour of the 
Bill. 


The Law Officer of the Crown was 
all for free contract when they were 
trying to secure a share of compensation 
for the barman. What was a licence 
itsef but a free contract fora year! A 
licence was a permission given by 
authority to the publican to open his 
public-house for a year, and he was 
expected to fulfil his obligation for that 
licence. It was a contract between him 
and the authorities. Why was the free 
contract to be set aside? The claim of 
the licence-holder was founded upon a 
legitimate expectation of renewal of the 
licence. That was the foundation for 
the equity on which the Bill was based. 
But what about the barman? It was 
true thatthe barman might be in receipt 
of a weekly wage, but had he not a 
legitimate expectation. It was im- 
possible when they left the sphere of free 
contract, as they didin the Bill, to distin- 
guish logically and legitimately between 
landlord, tenant, and barman. Once 
they came to this element of expectation 
as the groundwork for statutory com- 
pensation, there was not any one of 
these three parties who was not equally 
eatitled to be considered along with the 
other. Could it be said that they were 
being considered equally? The barman 
was omitted altogether, and the publican 
was having the substantiality of his posi- 
tion put at the mercy of an agreement. 
Were there any kind of limits except the 
approval of quarter sessions to that agree- 
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ment? None. They knew what that 
would amount to. The So!icitor-General 
said that where a man had been a long 
time in the service, and had shown 
good conduct, that ought to be taken 
into consideration by quarter sessions. 
But what was there to prevent the 
landlord from giving notice as soon 
as he thought that compensation was 
likely to come into the question. ‘There 
was nothing to prevent him from chang- 
ing his barman or tenant, and quarter 
sessions had no power go into that 
Therefore the power of quarter sessions 
wasasham. It was one of those illusorv 
provisions of which this Government was 
so fond in all their measures—intended 
not for actual working, but fer e’ection 
meetings. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said the 
Government had not made it clear what 
they intended to do to help these men, 
though throughout the debate sympathy 
had been expressed with them. ‘There 
was an Amendment stating in legal lan- 
guage what was to be done, but the 
people who would have to deal with these 
matters would fail to understand what 
the Solicitor-General really wanted to do, 
Workmen had had a large experience of 
Acts of Parliament passed in their interest, 
but when it came to interpretation they 
got severa! learned gentlemen arguing 
different ways. Several hours had been 
spent lately in arguing whether a well 200 
feet deep was a building thirty feet high. 
Could they not put into the Biil some- 
thing in ordinary or “ garden” language 
by which a man could understand whether 
he was to get compensation or not? 
When the So'icitor-General was cross- 
examining the mover of the Amendment, 
how was any small man to understand if 
he was to get compensation under this 
Bill? He himself cou'd put it into 
Whitechapel - English, but the average 
man did not possess a cultivated intelli- 
gence, and he had heard many things in 
the House which he did not profess to 
understand. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that the sole interest of the 
Government was, by this Bill, to pro- 
mote the well-being of the community ; 
that it was a great temperance measure ; 
that it was going to shut up many 
nuisances; that, iftwo houses out of five 
were shut, it would be an advantage to 
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the other three in the trade; and that the 
Bill was to ke a great reform. But when 
they abolished vestries and school boards 
it was put in the Bill that every man who 
lost his situation was to be adequately 
compensated. Of course, that was an ar- 
rangement for the professional class, but it 
was quite different in the case of the 
average working man. It was all right in 
the case of a man that could be dubbed 
“John Brown, Esquire.’ He himself 
had been dubbed “ Esquire’’; but it was 
not very good stuff to feed children on— 
not very fattening or comforting. 
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He wanted to ask Gentlemen in the 
fouse who were really interested in the 
Bill in a general way—not personally or 
financially interested — whether they 
would persuade the Government to frame 
a clause to give compensation to these 
poor men. ‘They said to these poor men. 
“ Believe me, we are with you; and we 
want to give you compensation.” Sym- 
pathy was very cheap, but it ought not 
to be bevond the wit of the Governn ent 
to frane a clause to give compensation 
to these poormen. If the licence-holder 
was simply the servant of a brewery or 
distillery company and never went into 
the house, the business being conducted 
by a manager, the former would not 
expect to get anything, and the latter 
would not have a legal claim. Would 
the Government insert a clause providing 
that, where there were no persons finan- 
cially interested in the licence, there 
should be a corresponding reduction in 
the amount of compensation to be 
awarded for that particular house. He 
knew scores of publicans who would not 
get a penny under this Bill, not even if 
the Home Secretary’s Amendment was 
cairied. He contended that this Bill 
would be a positive injury to the 
manager or licence-holder, and that it 
would not eflect the reforms which it was 
claimed it would effect unless a good 
many of the Amendments on the Paper 
were adopted. But in an hour hon. 
Members would be ordered out of the 
House as in licensed premises by someone 
getting up and saying, “Time, please.” 
That was the way they were now doing 
the nation’s business. He pleaded in 
the interests of these poor men and 
barmaids in the tied houses who were 
the slaves of the b:ewers, and who, when 


Mr. Crooks. 
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the house was shut up, would find it 
difficult to turn their hands to anything 
else. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said that a whole evening of 
Parliamentary time would not be more 
than adequate to discuss this Amendment. 
The Committee had not had before them 
a full explanation of the proposals of the 
Government in regard to the distribution 
of the amount of compensation. The 
basis for claiming compensation under 
the Bill was that the person must be 
interested in the licensed premises. 
Whatever words might be added at the 
end of Sub-section 2 would be governed 
by the consideration that the foundation 
of the title to compensation was interest 
in the licensed premises. Regaid ought 
to be had, not merely to the persons 
interested in the premises, but to those 
interested in the trade conducted cn 
the premises. In the first place there 
were those who we1e employed on the 


premises. It was quite clear that 
they were not interested in the 
licensed premises. In the next place 


there was the occupier of the premises, 
who was not always the licence-holder, 
and he would not be entitled to any com- 
pensation under the Bill. The classes 
whose interests were most carefully and 
minutely safeguarded by the Bill were the 
owners of the premises, the lessees, or 
the mortgagees. Unless the Amendment 
was adopted, the other classes he had 
referred to would suffer hardship, and 
receive no compensation. In many cases 
the occupier would get nothing under tlie 
Bill. The licence-holder was often not 
the occupier at all, but the nominee or 
secretary of a brewery company. Under 
the suggested Amendment of the Home 
Secretary co.:pensation was to be given, 
‘‘ having regard in the case of the licence- 
holder not only to his legal interest in 
the premises, etc.” Now in such a case 
the occupier had no legal interest in the 
premises at all, while the licence-holder 
had his salary from the brewery company. 
He observed that the activity of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite increased as the time 
when the guillotine was to drop ap- 
proached. He only wished to point out 
that the words proposed by the Govern- 
ment would be entirely futile to carry 
out the object they said they had ia 














1289 Licensing 

view. The persons who would suffer 
most if a licence were not renewed 
were not the brewers, or even the 


licence-holders, but the persons who were 
employed. He thought, therefore, that 
the Government should adopt some such 
Amendment as had been proposed. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said he was 
personally somewhat disappointed that 
the Committee had not heard from the 
Government that they were prepared to 
introduce an Amendment which would 
give effect, in part, to the Amendment 
moved by his hon. friend. He had 
always held that, when anything was 
taken away for the public good, the 
person from whom it was taken 
should receive adequate compensation. 
If it were conceded that the number of 
public-houses should be reduced, then 
everyone who suffered by such reduction 
should be compensated. That view was 
now entertained by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite ; and he was very glad that they 
had been @®nverted to it. He hoped 
that when they were in office they would 
bear in mind the precept they had 
laid down in connection with the Amend- 
ment. He would strongly urge on the 
Government the desirability of taking 
into consideration the employees of 
public-houses that might be suppressed. 
He fully realised that the brewers would 
have to pay a large sum towards com- 
pensation ; he believed it was the brewer, 
and not the publican, who would pay; 
and, therefore, the brewer would naturally 
have the first claim te the compensation. 
But, at the same time, it would be just, it 
would ease the passage of the Bill, if it were 
arranged that the employees should 
receive a share of the compensation. It 
might be said that it would be ridiculous 
to compensate a man who might only 
have been engaged a week; but, even in 
that case, he might have had to move 
his furniture and incur expense; and he 
should therefore be compensated. Em- 
ployees in public-houses would not be 
able to secure other employment at a 
moment’s notice; and, perhaps in a 
single day, a large number of barmaids 
and barmen would be thrown out of 
employment. Therefore, he sincerely 
trusted that the employees would receive 
compensation. 
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Sm ROBERT REID said he had 
always thought that the Conservative 
Party would have reason to repent of 
the principles on which this Bill was 
based. The fifty minutes still remaining 
were inadequate for the discussion even 
of this Amendment. Expectation had 
been made the ground for compensation, 
and now they had a multitude of people 
coming forward to share in this compen- 
sation. According to the Bill, all the 
compensation belonged solely to the 
owner of the house, who in most cases 
was the brewer, for whose benefit the 
Bill was introduced. Now the Govern- 
ment had put down an Amendment to 
provide that the tenant should have 
compensation. The next class put for- 
ward, and by no means the last-—he did 


‘not see why the commercial traveller 


who called at the house was not equally 
entitled to compensation—the next class 
was the servants, the barmen and _bar- 
maids. He saw no reason why they 
should not be compensated. The Bill 
left it uncertain whether the profits were 
to be bought and paid for or not, and 
whether the profits were to be merely 
the profits of the retail business on the 
premises or were to include the brewers 
profits. The Government’s proposed 
Amendment did not settle these points. 
The Bill provided that the compensation 
was to be calculated as if the Bill had 
not become law. That was the language 
appropriate to what was known as the 
‘sterilisation’ clause, but how was it 
applicable to a Bill to ke operative ten, 
twenty, forty, fifty, sixty, seventy years 
hence? It was drawing language from 
one statute and placing it in a Bill without 
any real, adequate appreciation of what 
its effect was on that Bill. The Solicitor- 
General had offered to make an Amend- 
ment, of which he approved, to the effect 
that the premises hereafter should be 
valued upon the footing that the tenure 
But 
how was that to be estimated? What 
would be the case twenty vears hence ? 
There might be a public-house which 
was now worth £2,000 a year which would 
be worth £5,000 a year twenty years 
hence. The Government had taken 
language wholly inappropriate and put 
in a provision which was wholly unmean- 
ing. He would not spend any further 
time on the clause. The fact was, the 
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proceedings of this Committee were a 
perfect farce. 
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divide the compensation; and secondly, 


the question of the amount. In regard 
to the question as to how the compensa- 


Mr. SEELY said he desired to thank | tion should be divided he was prepared 
those hon. Memters who had supported | to accept any Amendments which were 


his Amendment. 


He was not a member | 


| 


of the legal profession, and he did not | 
'that of giving so much to the person 
-employed, so much to the person in 
occupation. and so much to the owner, 


claim that the wording of his Amendment 
was absolutely accurate. When the 
Solicitor-General pointed out that he had 
not provided in his Amendment for the 


case of an occupier with a long lease the | 
‘adopted. As was pointed out by the 


right hon. Gentleman was _ perfectly 
accurate, and words would have to be 
inserted to secure that object. He should 
like to point out that his proposal was 


reasonable, but he thought that the 
principle which he had adopted, namely, 


was a reasonable and wise principle, and 
one which he should be glad to see 


‘noble Lord the Member for Horncastle. 


the Prime Minister proposed that a con- 


not intended as a hostile Amendment, | 


Lut it was intended purely to provide an 


alternative system to the one which the | 


Government had adopted. 
since he had put down his Amend- 


The fact that | 


ment the Government had _ put 
down an Amendment on the same 
point was sufficient to show that 


there was a demand for the proposal 


he had made and some justification 
for it. Several hon. Members had 
suggested alternative proposa's, but 


he preferred the general principle of his 
own proposal to any of the others. 
He should like to point out that 
the grave fault in the Amendment 
put down by the Home Secretary 
was that if a brewer had a _ good 
tenant he would be fined for it. Suppose 
a brewer had a house worth £5,000, and 
he had a tenant with a guvod character— 
that tenant might receive £1,000 and the 
trewer £4,000. If the brewer had a 
tenant with a bad character, in 
case he had mentioned the tenant 
would get £100 and the brewer £4,900. 
Therefore the man with a good tenant 
would get considerably less than the man 
with a bad tenant. That was a fatal 
objection to the proposal made by the 
Government which practically left the 
different people concerned to quarrel 
amongst themselves as to how this money 
was to be divided. He thought his pro- 
posal was the best one, because it 
settled how much compensation each 
person concerned was to receive. 


With regard to the remarks made 


by the hon. and learned Member 
for Dumfries he had said very truly 
that this Amendment might te 


divided into two parts, firstly, how to 
Sir Robert Reid. 


siderable number of houses should he 


abolished, and under those circum- 
stances a large number of persons 
might be thrown out of employ- 


ment. He should be glad if the Govern- 
ment could make some arrangement 
to compensate those persons. As _ to 
the amount of compensation he acknow- 
ledged that the question had been fully 


discussed upon the subject of the time 


the | 


limit, and that point had already been 
decided by the Committee. His idea in 
putting down this Amendiffént was to 
make the whole principle more complete 
and to secure that the various persons 
concerned should receive compensation 
for any kind of interest they might have 
in a house which was closed. He wished 
the occupier to be compensated for 
his interest and the owner com- 
pensated as the ordinary owner and also 
for his further interest as the owner of a 
mcnopoly, which, quite unintentionally, 
the State had given to him. He did not 
bind himself to the particular form in 
which his Amendment was drawn, and 
he could quite imagine that some other 
form of :words might be better. He 
thought it would be a wise arrangement 
for the Government to make if they 


_adopted some proposal by which these 


different interests were divided and pro- 
vided for. He should be glad if the 
Government could :ee their way cither 
to adopt or amend his Amendment, or, at 
any rate, give them some assurance that 
they would adopt the principle it con- 


| tained. 


*Mr. REA (Gloucester) said the proposal 
before the House was a substantial 
Amendment, for it gave a share of the 
compensation to the licence-holder and to 
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all who had an interest in the premises. 
Hon. Members on both sides of the House 
had expressed themselves in favour of 
giving compensation to these people. 
There was an alternative before the Com- 
mittee in the shape of three Amendments 
pit down on the Paper in the name of 
the Home Secretary. It appeared to him 
that those three Amendments taken to- 
gether did not with any certainty give 
any share of compensation to the persons 
he had alluded to. The first Amendment 
was on page 31, and it applied to the 
fixing of the whole sum of compensation 
which had to be paid for the withdrawal 
of a licence, and it had no relation what- 
ever to the division of the compensation. 
The second of the three Amendments to 
which he alluded, which would be found 
on page 33, did include the holder of the 
licence among those persons amongst 
whom the compensation was to be 
divided, but it did not say how the 
compensation was to be divided. The 
third Amendment he alluded to was on 
page 35, and it gave an instruction 
to quarter sessions as to what 
they were to bear in mind in dividing 
the compensation, but this only applied 
to those cases which came before quarter 
sessions, and the only cases which 
quarter sessions had anything to say to 
were the cases in which no agreements 
existed. It appeared to him that the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Lincoln did definitely give a share of the 
compensation to the holder of the licence 
and to those employed in the public- 
house, whilst the three Amendnients 
of the Home Secretary taken together 
did not secure any such compensation 
for the persons he. had mentioned. He 
preferred, for these reasons, the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Lincoln 
to the three Amendments put forward 
by the Home Secretary, and he should 
heartily vote for it. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said it was clear, not 
only that the discussion in so limited 
a time of Clauses 2 and 3 was a sorry 
farce, but that the Bill as originally 
drawn gave everything to the brewer. 
The Home Secretary’s Amendment, 
giving a small share to the licence-ho'de*, 
although it might have been fore- 
shadowed by the  Solicitor-General 
about June 9th, was not put down for 
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amonth and not till the closure by 
compartment was carried. It was an 
insult to the House to put down sweeping 
Amendments at so late a stage, when 
the Committee could not discuss them. 
The Government up to now had not 
told them whether they meant to do 
anything for the employés or not. Did 
the Government recognise that claim ? 
The Committee had the right to an 
answer. It had been pointed out that if 
the tenant got more the owner must get 
less. The Solicitor-General had said 
that it was to the interest of the owner 
that the tenant should be a good one and 
remain long in the house, and so the 
value of the house would be raised. 
But why was it, ‘f that were true. 
that the transfer of tied houses 
was three or four times as numerous 
as of other houses! It was_ be- 
cause some of the owners preferred a 
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frequent change of tenants, thinking 
{ 5 eS 
that every new tenant brought new 
custom without losing much of the 


old and also because of the iniquitous 
charactey of many tied-house agree- 
ments. And what did the value of the 
house depend on in the long run! 
On the amount of drink sold. He 
wished to point out to the Solicitor- 
General that the statement he made that 
it was to the interest of the tied-house 
owner to keep his tenant as long as 
possible was not borne out by facts. He 
cou'd produce very many instances in 
which complaint had been made not of the 
character of the man but because he had 
not sold enough drink. That was what 
the tied-house owner looked to, and every- 
body who knew anything at all about 
this question knew that. Although he 
acknowledged the good intentions of this 
Amendment put forward by the Govern- 
ment he felt most strongly that the effect 
of the Bill wou!d be to render still shorter 
the tenure of these tenants, and make 
it worse than it had teen in the past. 


_ Str EDWARD CARSON said he had 
already spoken at considerable length 
upon this Amendment, but he desired to 
reply to some of the o servations which 
had been made by the hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries and other hon. 
The hon and learned Mem- 
Dumfries seemed to think 


Members. 
ber for 
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that it was something novel to give com- 
pensation for the taking away ofa licence, 
and he had stated that compensation 
hitherto had only bcen given when legal 
right was taken away, and that now they 
were giving it for an expectation. Did 
the hon. and learned Memter say that if 
licensed premises had been taken away 
under the Lands Clauses Act, or for any 
purpose different from the question of 
renewal, no compensation would be 
given ? ‘ 


Str ROBERT REID said a public 
authority buying public-house property 
had no right to interfere with the licence ; 
if they took away the expectation of 
another person they must pay for it. 
But it was a very different thing when 
those who granted a licence upon an 
annual tenure claimed to exercise their 
legal right to discontinue it. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman’s statement was 
that compensation had never hitherto 
been paid for a mere expectation. When 
licensed premises were taken under the 
conditions he had stated, they did not 
value the licence merely asa licence for 
one year. It might be valued as a licence 
for twenty-five years, and, even in the 
case of a reversion with an outstanding 
lease of twenty-five years, the Courts had 
held that the mere expectancy of the rever- 
sioner that the licence would be renewed 
from year to year was a matter fer com- 
pensation. It was the foundation of the 
argument that they could not with any 
justice have two systems of legal right 
running side by side—one under which 
they deprived a man of what he 
possessed without a shilling, and the 
other under which they recognised to the 
fullest extent the legal expectancy that 
he had. Hon. Gentlemen were in favour 
of giving the employ, as contradis- 
tinguished from those interested in the 
licensed premises, some compensation. 
Had such a principle ever been admitted 
before ? Even when a private individual 
or a company was authorised to take 
licensed premises compulsorily, and 
ordered to pay full compensation, the 
employ’s did not get ashiiling. What 
was estimated was the depreciation of 
property, and that was the whole kasis 
and foundation of the Bill. That might 

Sur Edward Carson. 
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ke right or it might be wrong, but what 
they said was that if a licence was taken 
away the compensation payable ought to 
be the difference between the value of 
the premises with the licence and their 
value without it. Any other system 
would ke absolutely inconsistent with 
every principle of compensation when 
property was taken away for a public 
purpose which had ever been approved 
by Parliament. The Government Amend- 
ments, he submitted, went to the 
fullest extent to which the principle 
of compensation had ever gone. They 
really went further in including manageis 
who were licence-holders. It was said 
that the bulk of the compensation would 
go to the owners, who, in many cases, 
were the brewers. He totally and abso- 
lutely denied it. That matter was leit 
in the discretion of quarter sessions 
just as much as the question of what was 
to be given to the lessee. 
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Mr. ROBSON: In default of agree- 
ment. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman would find, if he 
looked at the Government Amendments, 
that he was mistaken. 


Mr. ROBSON said that when it came 
to the distribution of the compensation 
fund quarter sessions had no jurisdiction 
except in default of agreement. Quarter 
sessions were entitled and bound to ap- 
plove any agreement which fixed the 
amount of the compensation as between 
the persons interested in the premises. 
When they came to-fixing the precise 
ploportion in which each person should 
receive it, then quarter sessions had no 
jurisdiction except in default of agree- 
ment. Therefore, it all depended on the 
agreement.j ga | 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman was mixing up 
two things. As regaided the amount of 
compensation to be fixed, no agreement 
between the parties would fix that with- 
out the confirmation of quarter sessions. 
When they came to the distribution of 
the money it was left to quarter sessions 
to determine the amount. [Mr. Rosson: 
In default of agreement.}—The hon. 
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and learned Gentleman was quite mis- 
taken. The clause said that the amount 
was to be divided amongst the persons 
interested ‘in such shares as may be 
settled by agreement, or, in default of 
agreement, determined by quarter ses- 
sions.” The Government Amendment 
proposed to leave out ‘‘in default of 
agreement,’ so that he was absolutely 
right in saying that the whole question 
of what the owner was to get was to be 
determined by quarter sessions. Quarter 
sessions, in addition to assessing the value 
of the legal interest of the holder of the 
licence, who would either be the lessee or 
the manager, had-also to take into con- 
sideration the conduct of the holder and 
the length of time he had been in posses- 
sion. Hesubmitted that the Government 
in thus framing their proposal were taking 
care, not only of the tenant, but of the 
manager who in many cases might be 
only a simple employ’. It had been 
asked why they did not do the same in 
regard to the other employ’s. His 
answer was that they looked upon the 
man who held the licence, and who was 
under pains and penalties for the proper 
conduct of the premises, as the person 
who ought to receive the compensation 
when the licence he held was taken away. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked what 
happened to the occupier of the premises 
when he was not the licence-holder and 
when the licence was in the name of the 
secretary toa brewery company ? 


Stir EDWARD CARSON thought that 
very often the transfer of a licence to the 
secretary of a company was only done 
whilst a new manager or tenant was 


being found. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that what 
he wished to know was, in case the 
occupier was not the licence-holder, would 
the licence-holder get the compensation 
and the occupier get nothing. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that 
would certainly be so. He had already 
explained that the licensing magistrates 


who had to deal with the licence-holder ' 


put pains and penalties upon him, and 
for that reason the licence-holder ought 
to be compensated if the licence was 
taken away. The hon. Member for 
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‘Lincoln had said that if an owne> hap- 


pened to have had a bad tenant he 
would come out of it better than if he 
had had a good tenant. The Govern- 
ment thought that every encouragement 
ought to be given to the tenant who 
conducted his ptemises in a satisfactory 
way, and therefore they said that he 
should be compensated at a higher rate 
than the tenant who did not conduct his 
premises in a proper manner. Was it 
true, as was said by the hon. Member for 
Lincoln, that the owner would suffer by 
this proposal? The Government con- 
tended that he would not. If a place 
was badly conducted there was the 
danger of having convictions endorsed 
upon the licence, and anyone about to 
purchase a public-house in the market 
would look at the register in order to see 
whether convictions had been recorded, 
because if the licence had been pre- 
viously endorsed there would be the 
danger that the whole licence might be 
taken away upon another conviction, 
and the whole value of the licensed 
premises might thereby be lost. He 
claimed that under this Bill the owner 
of the premises was interested in en- 
couraging the licensee to conduct his 
premises properly. 


Mr. SEELY asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman really meant to say that if 
there had been a new man put in the 
premises during the last six months the 
compensation would not be less than it 
would be to an old tenant ? 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the 
proposal applied to his conduct as well 
as to the length of time. The Govern- 
ment wished to encourage good tenants 
to conduct the premises well for a 
length of time. He thought that the 
more the Amendment the Government 
had put upon the Paper was examined 
the more would it be seen to meet the 
justice of the case. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
guillotine was working impartially. On 
Thursday last it was the British citizen’s 
head that was cut off. To-night the 
publican’s head was going to roll into 
the basket. The Solicitor-General had 
tried to explain that under this Amend- 
ment the publican was going to get his 
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fair share of the compensation, but it was 
not the share promised by the Home 
Secretary. The Home Secretary, in 
his speech on the Second Reading 
of the Bill, said the goodwill of 
a house. and the trade done, often 
depended very largely upon the popu- 
larity of the licensee, and he mentioned 


the case of the professional cricketer | 
who he thought ought to have a con- | 


siderable share of the amount awarded. 
What share was he going to get ?. Accord- 
ing to the theory of the Government, 
——and he hoped the publicans would notice 
it—the publicans would find that their 
compensation had been decreased by 
limiting the debates. 
days discussion they had been given 
one year’s purchase, and probably with a 
few more days they would have got two 
or three years. The publican was now to 
get one year out of fifteen. 


old cricketer’s ‘“‘considerable share.” It | 


seemed to him that the old cricketer was 
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After four or five | 





Bill. 


very briefly they had at any rate made 
it clear that this was purely an elec- 
tioneering Bill and simply a_ brewers’ 
Bill. It was not th2 old cricketer who 
supplied the electioneering funds, but the 
great brewery syndicates, and it was for 
them and them alone that they were 
| giving this compensation. 
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Mr. CROOKS: 


| please ? 


Time, Gentlemen, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
| Chairman was going to press the button, 
| and he would therefore sit down. 


| CHAIRMAN proceeded, in pursuance of the 
| Order of the House of the 5th July, to 
/put the Question on the Amendment 
already proposed from the Chair. 


That was the | 


Question put, “ That the words ‘asum’* 
| stand part of the clause.” 


to hold the wicket but the brewer was to | 


get the gate-money. 
only been able to discuss this Amendment 


Although they had | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 285; 


| Noes, 181. (Division List No. 219.) 


AYES. 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
| Channing, Francis Allston 
| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptE.C(SAndrew’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans Sir Francis H(Maidstn | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher | 








Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Grey, Rt.Hon.SirE.(Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | 
Harcourt, LewisV.( Rossendale) | 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 
Helme, Norval Watson | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse RtHnH(Somers’t E) 
Holland, Sir William Henry | 
Hutchison, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones DavidBrynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 


| Kitson, Sir James. 


Lan.ley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lunaon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M’Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Reid, SirR.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Reckitt, J. Compton 

Rig;, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbi,hs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
| Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 


Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’ Doherty, William 

O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 


Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 


| 
| 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huaddersf’ d 
Yoxall, James Henry. 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs.—Mr. 


Charles Seely andMr. Warner. 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wished 
to move that the vote of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Widnes recorded in the last 
division be disallowed, on the ground 
that he had direct pecuniary interest in 
the subject-matter upon which his vote 
was given. The effect of the Amendment, 
ifcarried, would have diminished the 
amountof compensation to go to the owner 
upon a licence being withdrawn. The 
servants on the licensed premises would 
have had their share of the compensation 
fund to the extent of three months wages 
or Salary, and the occupier of the 
premises as his share would have had a 





sum equal to two years profits. The hon. 


Member for Widnes had a direct pecuni- 
ary interest, inasmuch as he was the 
owner of a considerable number of tied 
houses in Liverpool and other parts of 
Lancashire. He selected the hon. Mem- 
ber’s vote for the Motion not from any 
personal motive. He did not want the 
hon. Gentleman or the Hous: to believe 
that this was a personal attack, but he 
made the Motion to assert a very import- 
ant principle. This was a question which 
ought to be left to the House to decide. 
He would quote the ruling of the Speaker 
on 30th April, 1901, given after the Prime 
Minister had endeavoured to draw a dis- 
tinction between public and private Bills. 
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It was not a question of order, it was for 
the House on each occasion to weigh the 
advantages and decide. On 11th March, 
1892, a Motion was made to disallow the 
votes of three Members in connection with 
the Mombasa Railway on the ground of 
pecuniary interest, and on that occasion 
the Prime Minister said the principle 
laid down by the Chair was that no 
Member should give a vote‘if his interest 
was of a direct and personal kind, but 
that principle must be interpreted by the 
particular occasion on which the House 
was called upon to apply it. A Com- 
mittee sat in 1896 to consider this 
question, and Mr. Speaker Peel and the 
present Mr. Speaker declared it important 
that the House should decide on each 
particular case. He submitted that this 
was distinctly a case where it ought to be 
left to the House to decide. He dis- 
claimed any intention of imputing any 
corrupt motive. He moved that the 
vote be disallowed. 


THe CHAIRMAN: Iam afraid I have 
very little to add to what I said the 
other night on the same matter. The 
hon. Member has practically raised the 
same point. I based myself on that 
occasion upon what is the latest pro- 
nouncement I can find from the Chair, a 
pronouncement made in 1898, and it 
arose on the Local Government (Ireland) 
Bill, 1898, on Report, Clause 42. That 
Bill provided for the payment of the 
landlord’s share of the rates out of 
public money, whereupon an hon. Mem- 
ber raised the same point as the hon. 
Member has raised to-night, Mr. Speaker 
being in the Chair; and Mr. Speaker then 
said what I read out the other night, 
but for greater lucidity I will read it 
again — 


Licensing 


“The rule of the House is well understood 
that there must be a direct pecuniary interest 
of a private and particular, and not of a public 
and general nature, and where the question 
lefore the House is of a public and general 
fature, and incidentally involves the 
pecuniary interests of a a which includes 
Members of this House, they are not prevented 
by the rules of the House from voting. In the 
present case no question of privilege arises.” 


_Ican only use exactly the same expres- 
sons. Mr. Speaker ruled on that 





vker 
‘;me 
dis- 


ills. 


occasion, and did not leave the decision 
(to the House, and I think I am bound to 
ollow his precedent and to rule the same 
way in this case. What I understand to 
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be the rule is really this — that if an 
hon. Member has a direct personal 
pecuniary interest or advantage which he 
or one or two of his fellows may derive 
from the passage of a particular Bill he 
is not entitled to vote upon it. For 
instance, if a Government proposed a 
Bill for acquiring property for the 
purpose of manceuvres on Salisbury Plain 
or for the establishment of docks*in a 
particular port, then, if an hon. Member 
happened to be the individual whose land 
would be taken for that purpose — 
either for the purpose of manceuvres or 
docks -— it is quite clear that he would 
have a direct personal pecuniary interet 
in that Bill passing; but if he was 
simply one of a class, whether brewers, 
or solicitors, or landlords, or tenants, or 
shipowners, cz any other class, then the 
vote would not be disallowed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted that 
this was a different case from the Irish 
case. That was a Bill, not to give a 
pecuniary advantage to the landlords, but 
to establish local government in Ire'and, 
thouzh incidentally something was done 
to benefit the landiords. But this was 
a Bill—{Mrvisterrat cries of “Chair.” ] 
This was a totally different Bill. It was 
avowed by the Government that this was 
a Bill to establish compensation, and that 
was the main and chief object of the Bill. 
The Chairman had stated that Mr. 
Speaker’s ruling in 1898 was the latest, 
but the latest ruling was given by Mr. 
Speaker in 1901. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Lam afraid that I 
have nothing to add to what I have 
already said. The hon. Member has not 
convinced me that I was wrons on the 
previous occasion. 


THe CHAIRMAN then proceeded succes- 
sively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice had been given, and 
on every Question necessary to dispose of 
the allotted business to be concluded on 
the 2nd allotted day. 


Amendment proposed—- 

“In page 2, line 4, to leave out the words 
‘in default of agreement,’ and insert the words 
‘if an amount is agreed upon by the persons 
ap pearing to quarter sessions to be interested in 
the licensed premises and is approved by quarter 
sessions, be that amount, and in default of such 
agreement and approval shall.’?’—(VW7r, Seercta:y 
Akers- Douglas.) 


3D 
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Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Licensing 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 8, after the word ‘ premises,’ 
to insert the words ‘including the holder of the 
licence,’ ”—( Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 

Question, ‘That the Amendment be 
made,”’ put, and agreed to. 
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“In page 2, line 10, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘having regard in the case of the licence. 
holder not only to his legal interest in the 
— but also to his conduct and to the 
ength of time during which he has been the 
holder of the licence, and the holder of a licence 
shall (notwithstanding any agreement to the 
contrary) in no case receive-a less amount than 
he would be entitled to as tenant for a year, or 
from year to year, of the licensed premises.” — 
(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 





Amendment proposed— 


«In page 2, line 9, to leave out from the word 
‘be,’ to the word ‘determined,’ in line 10.”— 


(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, ‘‘That the Amendment be 


made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. | 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W(Leeds 
Belfour, Kenneth R. (Christch, 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3ignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M.( Dublin Univ.) 
Cerlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich. ) 





Chamberlain, Rt.Hn J 4(Wore.) | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 





Crean, Eugene 





| Noes 174. 
AYES. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 


| Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
| Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, ‘George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


_Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flonnery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robers 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.( B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 


Question, ‘That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “That the clause, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 280; 


(Division List No. 220.) 





Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John (Kent, Favershm 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson,George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex.) 





: | Lawrence, Wm. F. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
(Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, ‘Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
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Lucas, Reginald J(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon.Sir Frederick G,. 
Milvain, Thomas, 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Hdward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn.A.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) , 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 


Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hon HerbertHenry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
dsoland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

srown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannermian, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


{11 Jury 1904} 
_ Peel, Hn. Wm.Robert Wellesley 
| Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S$. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackne y) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Xopner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Autherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS( Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 





| Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 


NOES, 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | 


| 
| Cremer; William Randal 
| Crombie, John William 
| Crooks, William 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
| Cullinan, J. 
| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
| Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Dobbie, Joseph 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| Duncan, J. Hastings 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Ellice,Capt.E C (SAndrw’sBghs 
| Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
| Emmott, Alfred 
| Evans,SirFrancis H.(Maidstone 


| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
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Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M*Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thompson, Dr. E.C.(Monagh’nN 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.SirC EK H(Sheftield) 


} 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 





Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunton) 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. K.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt, Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tyneside | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Voung, Samuel 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain I, 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 
| Hutton, Alfrea E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Johnson, John (Gateshead) 





«| Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith ) | Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


| Joyce, Michael 
| Kearley, Hudson } 
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Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George O’Malley, William Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. | - Shaughnessy, P. J. Soares, Ernest J... 
Kilbride, Denis | O’Shee, James John Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Kitson, Sir Tames | Palmer, George Wm.(Reading)} Sullivan, Donal 

Langley, Batty | Paulton, James Mellor Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Doaegal, W. | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Tennant, Harold John 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | Perks, Robert William Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis Price, Robert John Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Leese, SirJ oseph F.( Accrington | Priestley, Arthur Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Leng, Sir John Rea, Russell Tomkinson, James 

Levy, Maurice Reckitt, Harold James Toulmin, George 

Lewis, John Herbert Reddy, M. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Lloyd-George, David Reid, SirR.Threshie( Dumfries) | Wallace, Robert 

Lough, Thomas Rickett, J. Compton | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Lundon, W. Ligg, Richard | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Lyell, Charles Henry Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) | Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | White, George (Norfolk) 





MacNeill, John Gordon Swift Robson, William Snowaon White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah | Rose, Charles Day | Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
M‘Crae, George er Walter | Whitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald ; Russell, T. W. | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin | Samuel, . rbert L. (Cle veland) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Markham, Arthur Basil | Se hwann, Charles E. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Scott, Chas. Prestwick (Leigh) | Woodhouse,Sir J.T(Huddersf'd 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Shackleton, David James | Yoxall, James Henry 


| 
Moulton, John Fletcher | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Murphy, John | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | TeLLERs ror THE Nogs.—Mr. 
Newnes, Sir George | Sheehy, David | Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Norman, Henry | Shipman, Dr. John G. | William M*Arthur. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans | Slack, John Bamford 


O'Doherty, William Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Clause 3 :— | Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 12, after the word ‘all,’ to 


oq cree proposed | insert the word ‘existing.’ —(Mr. Secretary 
gar fs page 2, line 11, to leave out the word | 4 foy5. Douglas. ) = 
‘may,’ and insert the words ‘shall ineach year, | 
unless they certify to the Secretary of State | Question put, “That the Amendment 
that it is unnecessary to do so in any year.’”— | be made.” 
(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) enh, ee 


Question, “That the Amendment be The Committee divided :—Ayes, 280; 





made,” put, and agreed to. ' Noes, 156. (Division List No. 221.) 
AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte , Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | : rown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) { Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Bull, William James Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Arrol, Sir William | Burdett-Coutts, W. Cust, Henry John C. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Butcher, John George Dalkeith, Earl of 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. | Campbell, J.H.M(Dublin Univ. | Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Austin, Sir John | Carlile, William Walter Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Cavendish, V. C. W (Derbyshire | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Baird, John George Alexander | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Balcarres, Lord | Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. | Doogan, P. C. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r | Chapman, Edward Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Charrington, Spencer Doughty, George 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds | Churchill, Winston Spencer Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Clancy, John Joseph Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Clare, Octavius Leigh Duke, Henry Edward 
3artley, Sir George C. T. | Clive, Captain Percy A. Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benjamin | | Coates, Edward Feetham Kegerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E | Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Bignold, Arthur | Colomb, Rt.Hon. Sir John C.R. | Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Bigwood, James Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Bingham, Lord | Compton, Lord Alwyne Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Bond, Edward Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Fisher, William Hayes 
Bousfield, William Robert i | Crean, Eugene Fison, Frederick William 


Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middlesex Cripps, Charles Alfred | FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
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Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn. J. E( Elgin& Nairn, 
Gordon, Maj.-Evans('‘rH‘mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE.W.(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D .(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton,(Tynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsa 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H 
Kenyon,Hon, Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop, 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Giasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool, 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 





{11 Juny 1904} 


Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham, 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M’Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Fadden, Edward 

M’Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW. 
M Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn.A.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) | Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 

| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 





| Samuel,Sir Harry 8.( Limehouse 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharve, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C.(North‘mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker( Lanark. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edwd. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes., 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord KE. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutf, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Webb, Colonel William George 


Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley | 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George __.., 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Kdward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon. M. W (Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


NOES. 
Ambrose, Robert 4, 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
AsquithRt. Hn. Herbert Henry 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 


Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts., 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs.—Nir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Barlow; John Emmott _. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst | 
Bayley, ‘Thomas (Derbyshire) 4 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark, 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,Capt.EC(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancis H.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. | 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Harwood, George 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words 
‘ granted or.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question, ‘‘That the Amendment be 


made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 16, at the beginning, to in- 
sert the word ‘ First.’”-—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 


Douglas.) 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.(Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 


Newnes, Sir George 
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Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robe:t 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Hudd’rsti’d 





Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

VU Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS.—Mr. 
Whittaker and Mr. Theodore 
Taylor. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| and also by any person from whose rent a 


; ‘or in 


; deduction is made in res} ect of the payment of 


| 

; such a charge.’” — (Mr. Secretary Akers- 
| Douglas.) 

| Question, “That the Amendment be 


| made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, lines 33 and 34, to leave out the 


réspect of special payments 


Question, ‘‘ That the Amendment be | for new licences. ”-—(Mr. Secretary Akers 


made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


| Douglas.) 
; 
Question, 


“That the Amendment be 


" " | ” » 
“In page 2, line 24, to leave out Sub-section | made,” put, and agreed to. 


(3), and insert the words, ‘ (3) Such deductions 
from lent as are set out in the Second Schedule 
to this Act may, notwithstanding any agree- 


“In page 2, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


line 41, after the word ‘ Act,’ te 


ment to the contrary, be made by any licence- | insert the words ‘and such expenses of the 
holder who pays a charge under this section, | justices of the licensing district incurred unde! 


thi 
(MU 


ma 


‘ 
Wo! 
ma 
wit 
the 


Ags 
Ans 
Ark 
Arr 
Atk 
Aul 
Aus 
Bag 
sai 
Jal 
sail 
i Bale 
Balt 
Balt 
Ball 
half 
Ban 
Bart 
sat! 
Bho 
Bigr 
Signy 
sing 
Blur 
Jon 
Bou: 
Bow 
Broc 
Brovy 
Bull, 
Burd 
sute 


P Cam 


Carli 


PB Carsc 


Cave 
Cecil, 
Cecil, 
Chan 
Chap 


p Chart 
) Clare. 
Clive. 


Coate 
Coch 
Colon 
Colste 


| Comp 
F Cook, 


Crean 


h Cross, 


Cross! 


Cust, 
q Dalke 
) Dalry 


Daver 
Dicks 
Digby 
Disrae 





Dixon 





1) 
y) 


ye 


1e 


to 


he 





le! 
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this Act as quarter sessions may allow.’”— 


(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “That the Amendment be 


made,” put, and agreed to. 


Another Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 7, at the end, to add the 


words, ‘Quarter sessions sh ull 
make such returns to the Sec 


with respect to their own action, and that of 
the justices of licensing districts, under this 


Agg-Gardner, James 'Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
ain, Colonel James Robert 


! Baird, John George Alexander 
| Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt.Hn.A. J. (Manch’r 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick.S.W. | 


Bartley, Sir George c. 5. 


sathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 


Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Sond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
3owles, Lt.-Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

sutcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M (Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 


># Carson, Rt. Hon .Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Ha.J.A (Wore | 


Chapman, Edward 


) Charrington, Spencer 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


E Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


Crean, Eugene 
Cross, Herb. Shephera (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 


/ Cust, Henry John C. 

} Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
| Davenport, W. Bromley 


Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hattlana,SirFred Dixon | 
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Act, as the Secretary of State may require.’ ” — 


(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question, “That the Am2ndment be 


made,”’ put, and agreed to. 


in each year 
retary of State 


Noes, 160. 


AYES. 
| Doogan, P. C. 
| Dorington, Rt.Hn.Sir John E. 
| Doughty, George 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akets- 


| Duke, Henry Edward 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mance’r) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Freaerick William 
| FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H 

Goraon, Hon. J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans (T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfrea 
Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greene,SirEW(B’ryS. Edm’ nds | 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 


Question put, “That the claus2, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 266; 
(Division List No. 222.) 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 


| Kenyon, Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 


Doxfora, Sir William Theoaore | 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law,Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.N.R. 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. Fareham 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 


| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
| Long, Rt.Hn.Walter (Bristol,S. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskaale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Lyttleton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


| Halsey, Rt. Hoa. Thomas F. | 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hoge, Lindsay 


| Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howara, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hu. Arthur Fred 


Hardy Lauren*e(Kent,Ashfora | 
| Milner,Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G, 


Maconochie, A. W. 

MW Arthur, Charles (Li. erpool) 
M’Iver,SirLewis (Edinburgh,W 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E (Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murray, Rt.Hn.A.Graham(Bute 





Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Dowd, John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm."Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybrid ge 
Ridley, 8.Forde (BethnalGreen 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Aston, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John % 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling ‘ 
Brigg, John : 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Cawley, Frederick 


Channing, Francis Allstone 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 


Sir Charles 
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Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott,"Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,“Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr,”Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir ‘Barrington 
Skewes-Cox," Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hn.Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thompson, Dr.EC(Monagh’n, N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 





Thornton, Percy M. 

NOES 
Ellice,Capt. E C(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Roberé | 
Fenwick, Charles | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond ¥ | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Goddard, ‘Daniel Ford 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 











Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
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Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James ™Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, CharlesA lgernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd,SirWH (York.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


1320 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood ana 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacV. _— Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E, 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shackleton, David James 


Adjournment. 


Sheehy, David | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford | 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. | 
Stanhope, Hon. Phi-ip James 
Sullivan, Donal 


And, it being after Midnight, the | 
Chairman left the Chair to make his | 


Toulmin, George 
Walton, Joseph 


teport to the House. 


report Progress; to sit | 


Committee 
agin to-morrow. | 

Tus PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 
TARY or vHe TREASURY (sir A. | 
ACLAND-HOOD, Som :rsetshire, Welling: | 
ton). in moving the adjournment of the | 
House, said the Licensing Bill would be 
taken this day (Luesday). 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said he could not make out 
exactly where the Licensing Bill same on 
the Order Paper. He pvesumed that 
some opportunity would be given of the 
House considering the question. 

Sirk A. ACLAND HOOD: Perhaps the 
hon. Member will raise the question to- | 
morrow. | 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the House do nov adjourn.” — 


(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


8.) said he wished to call attention 
to the escape of two indeatared 
Chinese labourers from  Johannes- 


burg to Preto:ia and their capture in 
the latter place. When he referred to 
this matter upon a previous occasion the 
Colonial Secretary said that he had no 
information in iega:d to the imp-ison- 
ment of these men. Naturally upon all 
questions afiecting personal liberty [cish- 
men sympathised with the victims of 
oppression, and he wished to draw atten- 
tion to the way the right hon. 
Gentleman had acted in this matter. | 
On Friday last he asked the Colonial 
Secretary whether he had received 
the information which was — con- 
veyed to the public ina Reuter’s telegram, 
stating “that two of these Chinese 
labourers had escaped fiom the com- 
pounds at the mines, and had managed 
to get from Johannesburg to Pretoria, | 
which was a distance of forty miles. | 
Upon this point he did not think the | 
VOL, CXXXVIL. 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


'o’clock on Saturday. 


| Paper in regard to that subject. 
| not be out of order in asking for further 
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Whiteley. George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJT (Huddersfi’d 
(Barnsley) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M’ Arthur 


Colonial Secretary had treated the House 
respectfully, because hon. Members were 
anxious to have the fullest information 
in regard to the administration of this 
Ordinance in South Africa. The 
right hon. Gentleman replied to 
him, s‘ating that he would not telegraph, 
but he promised to communicate with 
Lord Milner by despatch. He had not 
telegraphed, and therefore it was the 
right hon. Gentleman’s duty to have sent 
a despatch to Lord Milner by the mail 
which left for Sonth Africa at two 
But there was 
something far worse connecied with this 


|mater, and they had only to look at 


this Ordinance itself in order to see the 
very stringent conditions under which 
these Chinese laboured. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


| will not be in order in discussing that 


question, because there is a notice on the 
He will 


information in answer to his questions 
about telegraphing. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that 
having regard to the heavy penalties to 
which these men were liable for escaping, 
he thought he would be jus-ified in 
calling attention to those sections of the 
Ordinance under which they would be 
liable to pun'shnent. These men were 
liable to a fine of £10, or one month’s 
impr sonment, for escaping. Then there 
was the question of the liability of the 
Englishmen or Boers in Pretoria who 
had had any dealings with these escaped 
men. ‘These two Chinamen were found 
at Pretoria, begging for work, and the 
men who gave them work were liable to 
a fine of £500 or two years imprison- 
ment. These poor Chinamen could not 
have tramped forty miles, they must 
have gone by train and they must 
have been “harboured” by some 
persons, and the persons who harboured 
them were liable to a fine of £300, 
or two years imprisonment. Having 


3K 
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regard to the awful penalties to which 
these Chinamen were subjected and the 
heavy penalties for harbouring them, he 
thought it was a matte’ which ought 
to be broughi clearly befo.e the no.ce of 
the House, because the House of Commons 
was responsible for the passing of this 
Odinance. He thought they were 
entitled to the fullest information, and 
the Minister who endeavoured to conceal 
and keep from the House information in 
regard to the atrocities now being e vacted, 
moe especially when it had been said 
that Lo:d Milner did not care twopeace 
for pe'sons 6,000 miles away, was not 
treating the House of Commons with 
respect. The Colonial Sec:etary ought 
not to be simply the conduit pipe of Lo d 
Milner, and he ought not to be allowed 
to tieat the House of Commons with 
contempt. The institution of slavery in 
South Af:ica was an abominable thing. 

*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said this was not a case of 
two coolies only, but it was much worse 
than that. According to the reports, 
some fifieen coolies had escaped and were 
seeking wo k in Pretoria and elsewhere. 
They had no means of judging whether 
these ieports were true or not, but they 
had ieached this country through well 
known agencies. He thought these facts 
justified them in asking that inquiries 
should be made from Lord Milner. It 
had been stated that some of these 
coolies had been arrested and brought 
before the magistrates, but they did not 
know whether they had been punished, 
o: sent back to work, or whether they 
had been sent back to China. They had 
no information as to whe:he any persons 
had been arrested and charged under the 
Oidinance with harbou:ing escaped 
Chinamen. In view of the very 
gieat public inteest taken in this 
matter throughout the country, he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
inform the House that he would either 
write or telegraph to Lord Miner for 
information upon the subject. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. Lyrreiron, War- 
wick and Leamington) said he thought 
it was undesirable constantly to harass 
with telegrams men who were already 
burdened with an excess of work. He 
thought that if he wrote in the ordinary 
course to Lord Milner and obtained the 
information desired that was all that 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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could reasonably be demanded on the 
present occasion. For many years in- 
dentured labourers under Ordinances 
sanctioned by hon. Mem ers opposite 
had been lia'e to pena'ties for desertion. 
That a fe y Chinimen out of more thana 
thousand had Seen said to hive esea ye 
was not sufficiens ground, in his judg- 
ment, for telegraphing to Lord Miiner or 
seeking information through other thin 
the ordinary channe's. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R. 

Holmfirth) com»lained that the manner 
in which the Co'onial Secretary had 
answered questions on the suiect was 
scarce'y that which the House had a 
right to expect. The right hon. Gentle- 
man appeared to have treated the Howse 
as well as his. hon. friend with some'hing 
like contempt. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) suggested that 
the Colonial Secretary shou'd urge Lord 
Milner to have a!l these Chinamen sent 
from whenze they came, and if he would 
insist upon proper wages being paid and 
provide the money for their passage he 
was sure plenty of whi-e labour for the 
mines cou'd be found in London. 

*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
geston) asked whether the Co'onial 
Secretary cou'd state the exact number 
of Chinese who had made their escape. 
Was it two, seventeen or nineteen ! 
Several conflicting statements hid been 
made in regard to the number who had 
deserted. 

Mr. LYTTELTON rose to rep'y. 
*Mr. SPEAKER said the right hon. 
Gentleman had already exhausted his 
right to speak. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


INDIAN ARMY UNIFORMS. 
Address for ‘ Return of ail changes in 
the regulations affecting the diess and 
equipment of officers in the Indian Army 
since November, 1902, showing, where 
possible, the approximate cost of the 
changes in each rank to the Officers 

concerned.” —(Sir Seymour King.) 


COUNTY OF SUFFOLK BILL. 

Mr. Stuart-Wortley, Sir Cuthbert 
Quilter, and Mr. Coddard were nominated 
members of the Select Committee on the 
County of Suffolk Bill.—(Sir 4. Acland- 
Hood.) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before One o’clock. 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 12th July, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill. Moved, 
That the order made on the 14th day of 
: March last, ‘‘ That no Private Bill brought 
1 from the House of Commons shall be 
)read a second time after the 16th day of 
t June next,’ be dispensed with, and that 
: the Bill be now read 2"; agreed to; Bill 
read 2* accordingly and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill 


[u.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 

Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill 
{u.t.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. 

Torquay Tramways Bill. Reported 


from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation Bill (No. 140); Dunferm- 
line District Water Order Confirmation 
Bill (No. 141); Glasgow Corporation 
(Police) Order Confirmation Bill (No. 
142). Brought fron the Commons; 
read 1*; to be printed; and pursuant 
Sto the Private Legislation Procedure 
Kk (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been read 2* (The Lord Kintore (EZ. 
-: Kintore)), and repo:ted from the Com- 


8 mittee 

S 2. 

N 

2 Local Government Provisional Orders 
N(No. 9) BI (No. 143); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill (No. 144). Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1*; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners. 


t the commencement of @ Speech a Tevistom vy the ine 


Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(freland) Provisional Order Bill; Hamil- 
ton Gas Order Confirmation Bill [#.L.] 
House in Committee (according to 
order); Bills reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Conmittee negatived ; 
; an] Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next. 
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PETITIONS. 
SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL [u.1.]. 
Petition to be heard by counsel against ; 
of the County Council of Lanarkshire; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1904-1905). 
Explanatory memorandum 
Secretary of State for India. 


by the 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 

Report of the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland on the sea and coast fisheries of 
Ireland, for the year 1903. Part I. 
General Report. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Forty-seventh Report, for the year 
1903, of the Inspector of Reformatory 
and Industrial Schoo's. Part I. List of 
schoo!s and detailed reports. 


Presented [by Command], and ozdered 
to lie on the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACT, 1891. 
Regu'ation made by the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland for taking finger-prints, 
ete., of untried prisoners. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION 
ACT, 1888. 

Order made by the Board of Agri- 
culture and Fisheries, unter the pro- 
visions of the above Act, for the variation 
of the Order creating the North-Eastern 
Sea Fisheries District. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(VISITING COMMITTEES). 

Draft rules proposed to be made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, under the Prison Acts, 1877 
and 1898, with respect to the constitu- 
tion of the Visiting Committee of Borstal 
Prison. 


Laid befor: the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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HALL-MARKING OF FOREIGN 
PLATE BILL. 
Reported fiom the Standing Com- 
mittee without Amendment; and to be 
read 3* on Thursday next. 


THE PROTECTION OF THE BRITISH 
FLAG. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 


desire to put to the noble Marquess the | 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


a Question of which I have already given | 


him notice, namely, ‘“ What amount of 
protection is the British flag supposed 
to confer upon British subjects or others 
who are on board a ship flying the British 
flag ¢” 
there is an idea—it may be an erroneous 
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of all being to put an end to the so-called 


-clubs which are really formed solely 


for drinking purposes. It has often 
happened that a man who has been re- 
fused a spirit licence, either on the 
ground of his career or the unsuitability 
of his premises, has promptly converted 
his premises into a club, with the result 
that there is established an unlicensed, 
irregular, and ill-conducted place of 
public entertainment. In order to pre- 
vent this state of things this Bill pro 
vides that all clubs shall be registered 
thac the registrar shall be the clerk o! 
petty sessions, who shall enter the 


certificate of registration on this register, 


and that any application for registration 


| shall be accompanied by a certificate 


I have put this Question because | 


idea—that the officers of a foreign Power | 
cannot arrest anyone on board a British | 
ship and take him from under the British | 


flag unless armed with a letter from 
either the British Minister or the British 
Consul authorising them to do so, 


*THue SECRETARY or STATE ror) 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of | 
Lanspowne): The noble Lord has put | 


a Question to me in very general terms, 
and he will not be surprised if I reply 
in equally general language. 


information which I have been 


The best} 
able | 


to collect for him is to this effect, that, | 


speaking generally, a British ship on the 
high seas is regarded as British territory. 
Persons on board, whether British or 
foreigners, are regarded as being on 
British territory, and have the same pro- 
tection and rights as though they were 
actually on British territory. 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


[Second ReapDina. } 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp CLONBROCK : My Lords, in ask- 
ing your Lordships to read this Bill a 
second time it will not be necessary 
for me to take up your time with many 
remarks, A Bill of the same nature 
passed last year for Scotland, and the 
year before for this country, the object 


signed by two magisirates of the district, 
and by two copies of all the rules of the 
club; also, notice must be given in a 
rewspaper circulating in the district in 
which the application is made. These 
rules are set forth in Clause 4 of the Bill. 
I need not go through them beyond 
mentioning that they are practically 
identical with the rules in the Act relating 
to Scotland which was passed last year, 
with one exception, to which I attach 
some importance, and which I will 
mention in a moment. 


Objections can be raised before the 
Court of petty sessions by the Con- 
stabulary or the Metropolitan Police in 
Dublin, or by anyone resident in the 
district, on grounds set forth in Clause 5, 
and the magistrates, after considering 
both the application and the objections, 
can either give or withhold the certificate. 
Again, in the case of a renewal, the same 


course takes place, the same objections 


can be made, and the magistrates will 
then decide whether the club has been 
properly conducted according to che 
rules, and will only renew the certificate 
on those conditions. This Bill has passed 
the House of Commons with the approval 
of all Parties—a happy state of things 
which does not usually obtain in regard 
to legislation connected with Ireland. | 


understand that His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment propose to insert some Amendments, 
one of which is of considerable import- 
ance, but the others are more or less of a 
drafting character. 


In the Bill, as it stands, there is an 


absolute prohibition of the sale of 
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excisable liquor to any member of a club 
to be consumed off the premises. This is 
an unnecessarily stringent provision, and 
it is not in either the Scottish or the 
English Act. It interferes with the 
liberty of respectable members of a club 
who would, for instance, be prevented, 
when going for a day’s fishing or for a 
day in the country, from taking any 
alcoholic liquor with them to be consumed, 
say, with their luncheon. The Amend- 
ment which is to be moved by His 
Majesty’s Government has for its object 
the sanctioning of this sale to members 
within limited hours—that is, between the 
hour of eight o’clock in the morning and 
the hour of ten o’clock at night. I think 
that is a very reasonable Amendment, 
and one which ought to be accepted. 
Although I approve of the terms of the 
Amendment to be moved on behalf of 
His Majesty’s Government, I intend to 
move one of my own, which I like better. 


Crown Agents and 


Moved, *‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(Lord Clonbrock.) 


‘THe Kart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I have only to say, on behalf of the Irish 
Government, that there is no objection to 
this Bill. I shall, however, have a few 
Amendments, many of a merely draft- 
ing character, to move besides the one 
referred to by the noble Lord. 


On Question, Bill read 


Hous: on Friday next. 


CROWN AGENTS AND SHIPPING RATES. 
*Tue Kart or PORTSMOUTH rose 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies the following Questions :— 
I. Is it the fact that one of the Crown 
Agents isa director of the London Assur- 
ance Company, and is such appointment 
in accordance with the regulations of the 
Civil Service; and why are not the 
Crown Agents paid a fixed salary like 
other members of the Civil Service suffi- | 
cient to preclude their receiving any 
otheremoluments ? II. (1) Is the Under- | 
Secretary for the Colonies aware that 





the British India Steam Navigation 
‘ompany has recently joined what is | 
nown as the “‘ Shipping Ring,” namely, ' 
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that association of shipping firms carry- 
ing goods to South Africa which has 
agreed to maintain a high rate of trans- 
port for freights? (2) Is the Under- 
Secretary aware that at the present time 
freights between England and South 
Africa have been raised to about 38s. a 
ton, whereas from New York to South 
Africa they are only 12s. a ton? (3) Is 
the Under-Secretary aware that the 
result of this raising of the freights levied 
by all British shipping firms trading 
with South Africa is such as to cause 
increased orders for goods to be placed 
in New York and in other parts of the 
United States of America, in order to 
take advantage of the low freight (12s. a 
ton) from American ports to South Africa, 
while something of the same kind takes 
place with regard to Belgium and Western 
Germany in connection with the trans- 
port from Hamburg ? (4) Will the 


Shipping Rates. 


Under-Secretary state the arrangements 


which have been made by the Crown 
Agents in connection with the shipping of 
Government goods to South Africa 
during the last six months, giving the 
names of the firms employed and the 
rate of freight agreed upon ? 


He said: My Lords, in putting the 
Questions standing in my name on the 
Paper, I must apologise for their length, 
but my remarks upon them will be very 
short. As regards the first Question, the 
information which I am_ particularly 
anxious to elicit is whether or not the 
Crown Agents are considered a depart- 
ment of the Colonial Office, and whether 
they therefore come under the regulations 
and conditions of the Civil Service. If 
it is true that the Crown Agents are per- 
mitted to hold other posts, which I am 
informed is the case, it is hardly fair that 
that prohibition should apply to othercivil 
servants, like those connected with the 
Foreign Office. This is not the occasion, 
nor the time, to consider the propriety 
or impropriety of the existing regulations 
concerning the Civil Service ; but I wish 
to point out, with regard to this director- 
ship of the London Assuran.e Company, 
that this company does, so [ am in- 
formed, do the chief, if not the whole, of 
the insurance business of the Crown 
Agents’ department. It would appear 
to me that in the interests of the public 
service, and in the interests of sound 
administration, the insurance business 
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of the Crown Agents should be put up to 
tende:, and should be tendered for by a 
certain number of the first-class in- 
surance agencies. It is not, in itself, 
satisfactory that a Crown Agent should 
be a director of any particular insurance 
company. 


Crown Agents and 


With regard to the question of the 
rates of freight between this country and 
South Africa as compared with the 


freights from New York to South Africa, | 


I may mention that while in some cases 
the freights between England and South 
Africa have been raised to about 38s. a 
ton, the latest information which I have 
received is that the average rate ot 
freight by the Conference Lines—that is, 
the shipping ring—is at the present 
moment 30s. a ton to South African ports 
from Great Britain, as compared with 12s. 
a ton from New York to South Africa. 
] should like to make this other statement 
in connection with the question of the 
shipping ring, that I am informed that 
this ring, which consists almost entirely 
of British firms, has established, and is 
10W maintaining, a fleet of steamers 
running between New York and South 
African ports to carry American manu- 
factures at less than one-half the rate of 
freight charged from British ports. I 
beg to put the Questions stanaing in my 
name. 


*THE  UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHe COLONIES (The Duke 
of MarLporoven): My Lords, the noble 
Earl has been very considerate in not 
departing from the Questions he has put 
down on the Paper and pursuing other 
matters of Colonial administration which 
I admit on a previous occasion he could 
not help following. He has on the 
present occasion confined himself entirely 
to the Questions on the Paper, and I am 
sure the noble Karl would wish that I 
should reply to them more or less cate- 
gorically. He asks me, in the first place, 
whether it is the fact that one of the 
Crown Agents is a director of the London 
Assurance Company. The answer to 
that is in the affirmative. Then the 
noble Earl is anxious to know whether 
such appointment is in accordance with 
the regulations of the Civil Service. I 
must explain to the noble Karl that the 
Crown Agents, technically, are not Civil 
servants; but [ will not press that point 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 
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to the extent of giving the reasons why. 
I am in perfect agreement with him that 
it is unusual—in fact, I do not think 
it is possible—for members of the Civil 
Service to hold directorships. 


Shipping Rates. 


Then the noble Karl wishes to know 
whether the Crown Agents are paid a 
fixed salary. I think I told him when 
we last debated this question that their 
salaries were fixed, and could only be 
altered at the wish, or with the sanction,of 
the Secretary of State. The fact that one 
of the Crown Agents (Sir Ernest Blake) 
holds a directorship is somewhat excep- 
tional. I do not think | need go into 
the reasons why Sir Ernest Blake holds 
this appointment. He has conducted 
his work as a Crown Agent in a most 
admirable and proper manner, and I do 
not think the fact that he has been a 
director of this assurance company has 
been detrimental in any way to the 
public service over which he presides, 
The noble Earl is no doubt aware that this 
matter has already been brought up in 
another place, and the Secretary of State, 
in reply, said he would consider the 
question. [ can assure the noble Earl 
that the Crown Agent in question has 
put himself entirely in the hands of the 
Secretary of State, who is considering 
this question and will give his decision 
when the Colonial Office Vote is taken in 
the House of Commons. In view of the 
fact that the Colonial Office Vote must be 
taken at a date not very far distant, and 


in view, moreover, of the fact that thisf 
is a somewhat personal matter, involvingf 
the private affairs of a public servant 


who is under the authority of the Secre- 


tary of State, | hope the noble Earl wilf 
take my assurance that the matter bf 


being considered, and will agree with me 


that it would be better and more appro} 
priate that the announcement of the} 


Secretary of State’s decision should be 
given by the Secretary of State himself. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: ! 
quite agree with the noble Duke on that 
point. 


*THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 


The noble Earl next asks me whether ! 





am aware that the British India Steam 


Navigation Company has recently joinelf 
: Yesp 
I can assure the noble Earl that we arg 


what is known as the shipping ring. 
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perfectly aware of that fact. The other 
day the noble Earl below the Gangway 
(Earl Grey) deplored the fact that the 
Colonial Office had not employed this line, 
and he called it the “ one solitary inde- 
pendent line.” We were perfectly aware 
of the fact that the British India Steam 
Navigation Company had close commer- 
cial relations with the Conference Lines. 
There is an agreement with the Conference 
Lines to this effect, that the British India 
Steam Navigation Company will not 
deliver any goods from this country to 
any of the South African ports, except 
Beira and Delagoa Bay, and I am in- 
formed, moreover, that even with regard 
to these ports the rates are not competi- 
tive. It is, therefore, perfectly clear 
that they are not an independent line. 
There is no real competition between this 
country and South Africa, and it would 
be impossible for us to regard the British 
India Steam Navigation Company as an 
independent line, or to contemplate treat- 
ing them as such as long as they have 
this agreement with the Conference Lines. 


Ear. GREY: Can the noble Duke 
inform the House of the date of the agree- 
ment between the British India Steam 
Navigation Company and the Conference 
ring ¢ 


*THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am afraid I cannot give the noble Lord 
the exact date. I rather think it was 
about twelve months ago; and subse- 
quent to that agreement they made a 
second one, so I am informed, to the effect 
that the rates even to Delagoa Bay and 
Beira are no longer free and independent 
rates. They have come to a definite 
understanding with the Conference ring 
as to what those rates should be. There- 
fore, I think the noble Earl will admit 
that the British India Company is not an 
independent line, but is closely associated 
with the Conference. The nobie Earl 
who placed these Questions on the Paper 
next asks whether I am aware that at 
the present time freights between England 
and South Africa have been raised, and 
are higher than the rates between America 
and South Africa. It is very difficult to 
form an accurate opinion, because it is 
so hard to make an accurate comparison. 
In the first place, we require the whole 
of the American tariff and the whole of 
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the English tariff, and then it is not a 
question of average. Three or four differ- 
ent tables or classes are laid down. There 
are first, second, third, and fourth classes, 
and goods are classified under these differ- 
ent heads. For instance, rails would be 
under the lowest class of all—the cheapest 
class, whilst small parcels of breakable 
goods would probably come under the 
most expensive class, so that unless you 
have before you the different rates and 
can ascertain to which schedule a parti- 
cular article belongs, I submit it is most 
difficult to make an accurate and proper 
comparison. 


Shipping Rates. 


*THe Kart or PORTSMOUTH: It is 
quite true that there are different rates 
according to different scales, but my 
point is this, that I have found out that 
the average difference between the rates 
from this country and from Amerwas 
bears this enormous disproportion. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH : 
The noble Earl may be correct in his 
average. [ am quite unable to say, for 
I do not know how it is arrived at. It 
is most difficult and complicated. In 
addition, you have to take into consider +- 
tion the cost of landing, lighterage, and 
sorting, which the shippers have to do. 
Although I will not challenge the st«te- 
ment of the noble Earl that the American 
rates are lower than the English rates, 
yet I do submit that it is most difficult 
to ascertain the difference between tie 
two rates, because there are so many 
complicated items which have to be con- 
sidered. I do not think the noble Earl 
is correct in saying that the freights from 
New York to South Africa are only 12s. 
a ton. My information is that they 
vary from 15s. to 17s. 6d. a ton, and I 
believe I am right in saying that the 
lowest public rate between this country 
and South Africa is about 25s. a ton, so 
the noble Earl will see that the difference 
between 17s. 6d. and 25s., though I admit 
it is considerable, is somewhat less than 
that which he has quoted to your Lord- 
ships. 

Then the noble Earl suggests that the 
result of this raising of freights levied 
by British shipping firms upon trade 
between this country and South Africa 
is to increase the trade between America 
and South Africa, It may be that the 
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trade between America and South Africa 
is increasing. No doubt the noble Earl 
has evidence to support that view, but 
I do not know that it has increased quite 
to the extent that he seems to infer. 
Americans are extremely clever traders, 
and many articles may be required in 
South Africa which cannot be obtained 
in this country, and unless the noble Earl 
can show me that the trade between 
America and South Africa in gooas similar 
to those which can be sent from this 
country has increased, I do not think there 
is very much to complain of. We cannot 
object, for instance, to large consign- 
ments of grain going from America to the 
Cape, and if very low freights are quoted, 
it is clear that the Americans will get 
the control, or, at any rate, the largest 
order in that particular commodity. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Will 
the noble Duke give us the comparative 
volume of trade between the two 
countries and South Africa in the last 
few months ? 


*THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am afraid I cannot give that, but I know, 
with regard to the total South African 
trade, that at present we possess two- 
thirds and that one-third is enjoyed by 
America and other countries. As to 
the low rates which the noble Earl has 
quoted, can he assure me that the Ameri- 
can shippers are making a profit? Iam 
informed that they are losing a consider- 
able amount of money in quoting these 
low freights, and that they have only 
done so in order to try and undercut the 
English trade and eventually get a 
monopoly. I think it is reasonable to 
suppose that they will not succeed in 
their design. The result will be that 
these low freights, which I do not deny 
may now exist, will not be at all per- 
manent. I anticipate seeing in a few 
months, perhaps a year, the 17s. 6d. 
increased to a higher figure. I cannot 
quite agree with the statement which 
the noble Earl makes at the end of his 
Question, that something of the same 
kind takes'‘place with regard to Belgium 
and Western Germany in connection with 
the transport from Hamburg. My in- 
formation is that the German lines all 
belong to the Conference, and that the 
trate of freight on the sea is uniform, and 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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is the same from Germany to South 
Africa as it is from this country. But 
the reason why the Germans are able 
to send their goods to South Africa 
cheaper than we can is this—that the 
German State railways grant a prefer- 
ential rate to manufactured goods from 
the places of manufacture to the port 
where they are shipped, and conse- 
quently, as they gain an advantage on 
the railway rates, they can naturally 
quote in South Africa through rates 
which are more favourable than those 
which British shipowners can offer, and 
no doubt that is the explanation why 
the Germans are pushing forward their 
trade in South Africa at the present 
moment. 


The noble Earl was anxious to know 
what arrangements have been made by 
the Crown Agents in connection with the 
shipping of Goverament goods to South 
Africa. I cannot give the noble Earl 
a full statement of the contract which 
the Crown Agents have made with the 
Conference lines. It is a very long and 
complicated document, and I feel sure that 
the noble Earl would not wish me to 
occupy the time of the House in present- 
ing it. Moreover, I do not think it 
would be altogether in the interests of 
the public service that it should be 
published in its entirety. I suppose the 
noble Earl wants to know roughly what 
agreement has been made in order that 
he can compare it with the public rates, 
or assure himself that the Crown Agents 
have made proper and reasonable terms on 
behalf of the Colonial Office. We believe 
that the arrangement which the Crown 
Agents have made with the Conference 
lines for the shipment of goods from 
this country is a reasonable and a 
good arrangement, and one which 
compares very favourably with those 
made in previous years. To give 
the noble Earl an instance, I may 
mention that 30,000 tons of rails are to be 
shipped this year to South African ports 
at a uniform rate of 16s. per ton. Fora 
somewhat smaller consignment of rails 
the price is higher, namely, 18s. 6d. a ton. 
Then arrangements have been made to 
ship locomotives and building material 
at 20s. a ton; but the noble Earl will 
understand that in addition there are, 
of course, lighterage, sorting, and other 
charges to be added, these being charges 


Shipping Rates. 
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which the Conference lines, and indeed, 


Crown Agents and 


all shipping lines, make to the public or | 


to the Government. 


The noble Earl asked me to statg the 
names of the firms employed. I presume 
he means by that the names of the com- 
panies in the Conference lines. The 
names as are follow: The Union Castle 
Mai! Steamship Co., The Clan Line of 
Steamers, the Bucknall Steamship Line, 
Ballard, King & Co., John T. Rennie & 
Co., the Ellerman Harrison Line, and R. 
P. Houston & Co. With regard to the 
general question, I do not know whether 
the noble Earl, in asking for this informa- 
tion, was inclined to consider that this 
question of freights was directly connected 
with the business of the Crown Agents. I 
hope he will not assume that because 
he can show that the freights between 
America and the Cape are lower than 
those between this country and the Cape 
that has anything to do with the effi- 
ciency of the administration of the Crown 
Agents. All that they are concerned to 
do is to carry out the orders they receive 
from the Colonial Office, and we believe 
that the agreement they have made on 
behalf of the Colonial Office for the ship 
ment of goods from this country to South 
Africa is not only a good agreement but 
one which will give satisfaction to the 
Governments of the Transvaal and of the 
Orange River Colony. 


As to the question of getting a better 
rate for the public, that is entirely out- 
side the province of the Crown Agents. It 
is a matter which the Government alone 
could undertake or examine, and it is 
very doubtful whether it would be wise 
for the Government to do so. The 
noble Earl may have read the Report oi 
a Committee of the House of Commons, 
presided over by Mr. Evelyn Cecil, which 
went very carefully into the question 
whether it would be wise for the Govern- 
ment to grant subsidies to any particular 
steamship lines for the purpose of en- 
couraging trade in any part of the world. 
They unanimously came to the con- 
clusion that it would be unwise for the 
Government to do so, and, furthermore, 
they pointed out that in the case of 
Continental Powers that had given these 
subsidies, they did not think their action 
had been advantageous. I know that 
the noble Earl is solicitous for the wel- 
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fare of persons trading between this 
country and South Africa, a feeling which 
I myself share, and he may be interested 
to know that the various Governments 
in South Africa propose sending repre- 
sentatives to a conference which is to 
take place in South Africa to discuss this 
question of the rate of freights. Until 
we know what the result of that conference 
is, until we are informed of the wishes 
and views of the people of South Africa 
themselves upon this subject, it would 
be premature for His Majesty’s Govern- 


Shipping Rates. 


/ment to offer any opinion upon such 
_a difficult and complicated matter. 


Eart GREY: My Lords, I desire to 
conform in every way to the rules of 
debate in your Lordships’ House, but 
really the noble Duke makes it ex 
tremely difficult for me to do so. He 
was asked certain Questions on matters 
of fact, but in replying to those Questions 
he has delivered a speech brimming over 
with controversial matter and matter 
of opinion. There is no Motion before 
the House, and I am conscious that I 
am debarred by the rules which govern 
debates here from making a speech in 
answer to the observations which we 
have just listened to from the noble Duke, 
but, with the permission of the House, 1 
will briefly refer to one of the points in 
the noble Duke’s speech. The noble 
Duke has twitted me with having mise 
informed the House on the last occasion 
when this question was under debate, 
and with having told your Lordships 
that the British India Steamship Com- 
pany was an independent line of steamers 
so far as Delagoa Bay was concerned. 
It is true that I made the statement that 
at that time the company was, as I 
believed, an independent line to Delagoa 
Bay. Of course, I was aware that there 
was an arrangement between that com- 
pany and the Conference lines with 
regard to the South African ports, but 
that arrangement left Delagoa Bay an 
open field for competition between the 
British India Steamship Company and 
the Conference lines. 


I asked His Majesty’s Government 
whether they would support this inde- 
pendent line to Delagoa Bay, the owners 
of which were more anxious to get a 
share of the freight consigned to that 
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port than to obtain a subsidy from the | 


Government. The extraordinary answer I 
received from Lord Onslow was—‘‘ How 
can His Majesty’s Government even 
consider the expediency of shipping 
freight to Delagoa Bay by a steamship 
company that does not want to stop at 
Cape Town or Port Elizabeth” ? 


capacity of this House. 


Steamship Company, certainly at the 
beginning of, this session, was perfectly 
entitled to compete with the Confer- 
ence lines. I want to know whether 


His Majesty’s Government ever gave | 


them an opportunity of tendering for 
a single ton of cargo to Delagoa Bay. 
I also want to know whether His Majesty’s 
Government ever gave an opportunity 
of tendering for a single ton of cargo to 
Messrs. Houston & Company when 
that was an independent line. It is 
my belief that it is the action of the 
Government in refusing to support the 
independent lines which has forced those 
lines one after the other into the Con- 
ference ring. I warned your Lordships 
in the last debate that if you pursued 
this policy of only feeding the Confer- 
ence lines and did not follow the example 
of the Indian Government in supporting 
the independent lines, you would force 
the British India Steamship Company 
in its turn into the Conference ring. 
There is a great deal more to be said in 
answer to the noble Duke, but as we 
shall, no doubt, have another oppor- 
tunity of discussing the points raised, 
I will not longer detain your Lordships 
now. 


EDUCATION GRANTS. 

Eart BATHURST, who had a Ques- 
tion on the Paper to the following effect : 
“To ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether the Board of Educa- 
tion are aware that by the proposed change 
in the system of grants as announced in 
Article 31 of the Code for 1904, that on 
fourteen typical schools, six being town 
schools of sixteen departments, and eight 
country schools under the Gloucestershire 
Keucation Authority, having 5,049 
children on their books, the loss in grant 
on that number will be £125 19s., or 5. 98d. 


Earl Grey. 


{LORDS} 
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reasonable to expect, this result will follow 
' throughout the county, the loss on an 
“average attendance of 48,000 will be 
£1,196 per annum,” —said: My Lords, I 
feel that I owe some apology to your Lord- 
ships for the length of time this Question 
has appeared on the Paper in my name. 
Although it has lain there almost dormant 
I think it has had a very good effect, for I 
have been informed that the new Code of 
grants has already been entirely with- 
drawn. This Question, therefore, comes 
before your Lordships rather late in the 
day. It was my intention, in asking it, 
to bring to your Lordships’ notice the loss 
that would be entuiled on local education 
authorities by this new scheme, and to 
ask the Board of Education whether they 
would postpone its coming into effect for 
a year, or at least until such time as the 
local education authorities had been able 
to consult with one another and with the 
Board of Education, so that a thoroughly 
satisfactory Code might be drawn up with 
full knowledge of what its effect would be. 
As the Code is now withdrawn, it will be 
unnecessary for me to enter into any of the 
figures, of which I have a good many with 
me, the object of my Question having 
been achieved. I have, however, brought 
this subject to your Lordships’ notice to- 
day, as the noble Marquess the President 
of the Board of Education very cour- 
teously said he was willing to make a state- 
ment on the question which, no doubt, 
will interest many of your Lordships who 
take an active part in the work of county 
councils. I beg, in conclusion, to thank 
the noble Marquess for the consideration 
he has shown me in making the desired 
inquiries, and also for withdrawing the 


| Code. 
Tue LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 


BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of Lonponperry): My Lords, 
my noble friend has been kind enough 
to thank me for what he calls the cour- 
tesy shown to him. I feel, if I may say 
so, that the boot is on the other leg. It 
is I who owe him a debt of gratitude 
for the considerate manner in which from 
time to time he has postponed this Ques- 
tion, which, as he has told your Lord- 


‘ships, has been on the Paper for some 
: ( | time. 
per scholar,jand that, if, as it seems | 


I was very anxious to go fully 
into this question of the scale of grants 
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before giving my noble friend what I) there being losses in some districts and 
hoped would be an answer of a satis-| gains in others. In the Question on the 
fatory character. As my noble friend | Paper the noble Earl goes very closely 
has told your Lor’'ships, the scale of | into the figures and the manner in which 
grants which we inserted in the Code has | his own native county, Gloucestershire, 
now been withdrawn, and I do not, } would be affected. Not being prepared 
therefore, think it necessary to go at | to argue this point, inasmuch as the scale 
any length into the question of what | has now been withdrawn, I have not 


The Case of 





might or might not have been the result | 
of that scale had it been continued. | 
| 


While I do not propose to give your | 
Lordships a long dissertation on the | 
reasons why we inserted this scale of 
grants in the Code, it may not be out 
of place if, in a very few words, I place 
before you our object in introducing it | 
and our reason for withdrawing it. The | 
Board of Education introduced the scale 
of grants in question in order to complete 
those changes in the methods of distri- 
buting the grant to public elementary | 
schools which were initiated by the block | 
grant established in 1900, which has been 
operative since 3lst March, 1901. We | 
proposed that the scale of grants should | 
be—15s. average attendance for children | 
under five years ot age; 20s. average | 
attendance from five to twelve years of | 
age; and 25s. average attendance over | 
twelve years of age; as against what had | 
been the previous grant of 17s. for infants | 
and 22s. for older scholars. 





We considered that in framing this 
scale we were assisting the classification 
of children for instruction, and producing, 
to a certain extent, greater independence 
of financial considerations. We also 
considered that with this change it 
would be possible for inspectors the 
better to advise us as to improvements. 
We certainly thought that a higher rate 
should be paid for scholars who remained 
at schoo] a year after twelve than should 
be paid in respect of a year before five. 
I think your Lordships will acknowledge 
that the reason for that is a sound one, 
inasmuch as it is possible for children 
over twelve years of age to obtain the 
practical advantages of education to a 
greater extent in proportion than children 
under the age of five. We had hoped 
that this alteration in the scale of grants, 
this increase in that direction, would 
have proved an attraction which would 
have been taken advantage of. 


I do not for a moment controvert what 





my noble friend stated with regard to 


gone very carefully into the figures 
submitted, but I cannot help thinking 
that if we had gone very closely into 
those figures we might have found that 
the state of affairs was not quite so black 
as my noble friend has painted them. 
We fully recognised that there would 
have been losses in some districts, but we 
had hoped that the gains in others might 
have been the means of counterbalancing 
the losses, and that the authorities in those 
districts would have seen their way for 
a time to endure the small losses in order 
to gain the greater benefits which we 
believed would accrue. But experience 
has shown that this was not the case, and 
as we fully recognised that there was 
considerable opposition in certain districts 
we did not think we were justified in 
retaining those clauses in the Code. I 
do not for one moment admit that we 
were wrong in inserting them in the first 
instance. Although we felt bound to 


| withdraw the scale in view of the hard- 


ship some districts believed that they 
would suffer, we still firmly believe in its 
principle, and I hope that those districts 


| will, in course of time, come to see the 


advantages of the system. 


THE CASE OF CONSTABLE ANDERSON. 


Eart CADOGAN : My Lords, I rise 
to ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
they will lay on the Table of the House 
all official Papers and correspondence 
connected with the case of Constable 
Anderson, of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary. When I gave notice of this Ques- 
tion yesterday, I was careful to explain 
to the House that it was not my intention 
to raise a discussion, at all events on 
this occasion, upon the subject to which 
it refers. The case of Constable Anderson 
is one of a peculiar character, and has 
aroused an immense amount of feeling 
throughout the country. It has formed 
the subject of many writings in news- 
papers and elsewhere, and it has also, I 
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think, caused some disturbance of mind 
to those who, like your Lordships, are 
anxious that nothing should be done to 
exacerbate the feelings between the 
various religious sects in Ireland. I am 
not aware of exactly how much informa- 
tion we have before us on this case. 
I believe that in the shape ot Answers to 
Questions in another place the Chief 
Secretary has given certain information 
to the Members of the other House, and 
I believe also that the particulars of the 
trial of Constable Anderson are to be 
obtained, though I confess I have not 
been able to see them. I venture to 
put it to your Lordships that if this case 
is to be considered in this House—and 
I think it is almost impossible that. it 
should not be raised in some form or 
other—it would be desirable, not only 
for our sakes, but for the sake of His 
Majesty's Government, that all the infor- 
mation that can be conveniently given 
should be afforded to the House. JT am 
not aware whether the subject will be 
raised in another place, though I have 
heard that such is the expectation ; but 
whether that is so or not, I venture to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
they will lay upon the Table any—I 
should prefer to say all—official com- 
munications which have passed on this 
subject. I do so with a desire that if 
the subject is discussed it should be dis- 
cussed with full and perfect information, 
which we have certainly not got at 
present. I should be glad if His Majesty’s 
Government would return a favourable 
Answer to my Question. 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBourneE): My Lords, 
any request coming from the noble Karl, 
who has had so long and so distinguished 
a connection with the Government of 
Treland would, of course, meet with a 
most ready and cordial response from 
those who are at present responsible for 
the Executive administration of that 
country ; but I am informed that there 
are no documents which they can, in 
accordance with practice and convenience, 
lay on the Table of your Lordships’ 
House. But when my noble friena 
desires to discuss the subject in detail 
he will find any materials that he may 
require in the very numerous Questions 
and Answers in the other House of 


Earl Cadogan. 


{LORDS} 
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Constable Anderson. 


Parliament. Though I have not myself 
seen it, there is also, I believe, a report 
of the evidence that was taken at the 
inquiry. 


Eart CADOGAN: Which inquiry. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: At the second 
Court of Inquiry, at which sworn evidence 
was taken. Iam told that it appeared in 
the Press, and, ifso, it is accessible to 
everyone who desires to see it. Iam not 
in a position to meet my noble friend 
further ; but whenever he deems it right to 
raise the question, it will, of course, be 
my duty to be here and to give such 
explanation as may be desirable. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I fully 
share the views of the noble Earl opposite 
—that it is extremely difficult to deal with 
this subject without more information 
than apparently we now have. The noble 
and learned Lord, the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, replied that there is, so far as he 
knows, sufficient information in Answers 
to Questions in another place. My noble 
friend the late Lord-Lieutenant certainly 
did not seem to think that information 
sufficient, and then the noble and learned 
Lord said it was not usual to produce 
Papers such as those asked for. Every 
case of this kind must be decided upon its 
merits, and if this case is one of very 
great importance, as apparently it is, I 
think an exception to the usual practice 
should be made, and if there are any Papers 
and documents which bear materially 
upon it I would press His Majesty’s 
Government to produce them. I am told 
that the Irish newspapers have been full 
of this case for some time past ; and from 
the leading organs here we know that 
there is a good deal of feeling on the sub- 
ject, and that it is a question of some 
importance. I would, therefore, ask the 
noble and learned Lord whether in this 
case he cannot see his way to produce 
other documents than the one which he 
says is available bearing materially on 
this case and putting it properly before 
the public. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowneE): My Lords, I am_ sure 
nothing is further from the desire-of the 
Irish Government than to suppress any 
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information which can properly be given | can, and lay on the Table of the House 
to the public, and it occurs to me that | such documents as they think can be laid 
matters would be rather advanced if! without any injury tothe public service. 
the noble Earl would give us an idea ; 

of the kind of documents which he thinks | House adjourned at half-past Five 
might be produced. One important . O'clock, to Thursday next, 
document has been referred to by the Rall pent See ee 

noble and learned Lord—namely, that a 

containing the finding of the Court of 

Inquiry. HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Earn CADOGAN: The evidence. Puesday, 12th July, 1994. 
7 THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE : The Hanne ened at Tee al the Clack: 
The evidence of the Court of Inquiry, and, 
I imagine, the orders passed upon it by 
the Lord-Lieutenant. I understand that | UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
these documents are already public pro- | BUSINESS. 
perty. Ifthe noble Earl will tell us what | 
other Papers he would desire to possess 
we will certainly consider his demand for | pROyISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps 
their production. (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
| THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Ear. SPENCER: I can only speak Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
from past experience in these matters. I) port from one of the Examiners of 
have myself held the position of Lord- | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
Lieutenant of Ireland, and, so far as I case of the following Bill, originating in 
know, there must have been minutes on the Lords, and referred on the First 
this subject—minutes by the Inspector- Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
General of Constabulary, minutes regulat- | which are applicable thereto have been 
ing the Court of Inquiry, and minutes | complied with, viz.:—Tramways Orders 
which would show how the final decision | Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
took place. I understand that there 2 : 
have been several decisions on the point, |. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
and there must be Papers on which the | me to-morrow. 
final decision, which is, I understand, to 
reinstate this constable, was based. Iam 
not expressing any shadow of opinion 
one way or the other; but, in a case of Richard Jaeger’s Patent Biull [Lords]. 
this sort, where there is strong feeling and Read the third time, and passed, with 
a great desire to get at the bottom of the Amendments. 
matter, I think more official documents 
than those to which reference has been 
made ought to be produced. 


Doncaster Corporation Biil. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Caledonian Railway Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]; Glasgow and South 
| Western Railway Order Confirmaticn 

Lorp ASHBOURNE: I will mention | Bill [Lords]; Govan Corporation Order 
the matter to the Chief Secretary, in whose | Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read a second 
competence it is, and ascertain if there are "Mes to be considered upon Thursday. 
any documents which, in his opinion, can, | (Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
in the interests of the public service, be [Lords]; Scotch Education Department 
laid‘on the Table. Provisional Order Confirmation (Edin- 
burgh) Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, 
and committed. 


Kart CADOGAN: It was because I 
did not in any way wish to embarrass His 
Majesty’s Government that I did not | Great Western Railway Bill [Lords]; 
mention any particular document which I Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman 
wished produced. I should be quite con- | Railway Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
tent if/His Majesty’s Government would Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
agree to afford us any information they | Table, and to be printed. 








1347 Returns, 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 10). 

Sir Lewis McIver reporied from the 
Committee on Group No. 10 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned — until 
Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to —Education | 


Board Provisional Order (Cardiff) Bill; 
City of London (Central Criminal Court- 
House) Bill, without Amendment. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamps‘ead 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to--Southport and Lytham 
Tramroad (Extension of Time) Bill 
[Lords]; Filey Improvement Bill [Lords]; 
Maidenhead Bridge Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND 
BIRMINGHAM BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kintyre, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions against; from  Allestree; 
Armley; Aston on Trent; Barrow on 
Soar; Borrowash; Boughton; Boxted ; 
Bradford ; Bramley ; Brierfield; Bucknall ; 
Callow ; Camberwell; Castle Doningtor : 
Colby; Colne (two); Costcek; Derby ; 
Dewsbury (two); Dunstan ; East Leake ; 
Elmstead ; Foubridge ; Gateshead (four) ; 
Great Bedwyn , Hackney ; Haltwhistle ; 
Hastings ; Hebburn; Helpringham ; 
Hemingfield; Hexham; Hither Green ; 
Holbeck (two); Hoton ; Ilford; Kilburn; 
King’s Heath ; Leysters; Loughborough ; 
Low Wortley; Madeley; Mark’s Tey; 
Mawbiey ; Mount Sorrel; Newcastle on 
Tyne (three) ; New Wortley; Norwich; 
Peldon; Pewsey; Preston; Quarndon ; 
Queen's Ferry; Rocksholme; Sabden; 


Silver Royd Hill; South Bank ; Stamford | 


{COMMONS} 


| Mersea ; 
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Reports, &e. 
Thornton; Warrington; West 
Willoughby ; Wimborne ; 
Wivenhoe; Wymeswold; and York ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Hill; 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions for alteration; from Hast” 
ings; and South Kensington; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petitition from Nuneaton, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 

Copy presented, of Forty-seventh 
Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools for 
1903. Part I. List of Schools and 
Detailed Reports [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Draft Rules pro- 
posed to be made by the Secretary of 
State for the Hom: Department under 
the Prisons Acts, 1877 and 1898, with 
respect to the constitution of the 
Visiting Committee of Borstal Prison 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACT, 1891. 

Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland for 
taking Finger Prints, ete., of Untried 
Prisoneis [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

EAST INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTI- 

MATES, 1904-5). 

Copy presented, of Explanatory Memor- 

andum by the Sec:etary of State for 


India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 
1888. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, under 
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the provisions of the Act for the varia- 
tion of the Order creating the North | 
Eastern Sea Fisheries Distvict [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


{12 Jury 1904} 
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work of the national school at Wortwell, 
Norfolk, was suspended on Friday, 24th 
June, for an examination in religious 
knowledge, by the dioc*san inspector, 


Questions. 


| without leave from the local authority ; 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomat’c and 
Consular Reports Annual Series, Nos. 
3213 to 3215 [by Command]; to Jie upon 
the Table. 


TRAMW AYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memora idum 
stating the nature of the Proposa!s con- 
tained in the Provisional Order included 
inthe Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


and, if so, whether he will give instruc- 
tions that the permission of the local 
autho ity must in future be obtained 
before the school work is interrupted 
for this purpos>. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) I 
hav? no information as to the particular 
case referred to in the Quostion. This 
matter is governed by Section 76 of Th 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, under 


| which managers are entitled to fix a day 
\or days, not mors than two in number, 


‘for the inspection or examination of the 


ELECTRIC POWER UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return ordered, “showing the names 
of companies or persons who have 
obtained Acts conveying powers for the 
supply of Electrie Power to Districts, 
with the names and areas of such Districts 
and the year in wh'ch the powe’s were 
obtained, and whether such powers have | 
been exercised or not; and, in the 
former case, What is the state of the 
Works constructed under such powers.’ 


(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 1879 
AND 1884. 

Address for ‘Return showing the 

working of the Regulations made in 

1286 for carrying out the Prosecution of 


Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with 
Statistics setting forth the number, 
nature, result, and cost of the Pro- 


ceedings instituted by the Director, in 
accordance with those Rezulations, from 
the Ist day of January, 1903, to the 31st 
day of December, 1903 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 209, of 
Session 1603).’’—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Religious Examinations in Schools—Per- | 
mission of the Local Authority. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): To ask | 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he is aware that the ordinary 


school by the diocesan inspector. 
| notice which the section requires is to be 


| , 
| proceedings. 


The 


given in the school. The section says 
nothing of notice to the local authority ; 
though under the changed conditions of 
the Act of 1902 it would c rtainly appear 
to be desira!e, as a matter of courtesy 
and convenience, that such notice should 
be given. 


Obstruction of Main Street in Omagh by 
Farming Machines. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 


| ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if 
| he is aware of the obstruction to tra ‘fic 


in the main street of the town of Omagh 
caused by the exhibition of dangerous 
and unprotected farming machines and 
imp'ements : is he aware that the street 
is blocked to a distance: of fifteen feet 
from the pathway with these imple- 
ments ; and, if so, will he exp!ain why, 
although frequent complaints have been 
male to the potice, this public danger 
not only remains unabated but is daily 
growing more serious. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Towns Improvement Act of 1854 has 
been adopted in Omagh, and offences of 
the character mentioned are prosecuted 
by the town commissioners. ‘The police 
have reported all cases of obstruction of 
the thoroughfares to the commissioners, 
but the latter have declined to institute 
I am considering the 
question of directing the police, under 


‘the circumstane s, to take proceedings 


under the 92nd Section of the Act. 
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Outstanding Exchequer Bonds and 
reasury Bills. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 


To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


what is the amount at present outstand- 
ing of Exchequer Bonds and Treasury 
Bills respectively. 


(Answered by Mr Austen Chamberlain.) 
Outstanding on 12th July, 1904. 


£ 
Exchequer Bonds 20,500,000 
Treasury Bills. 26,633,000* 


47,133,000 


* N.B.—£5,500,000 of these Bills are 
advances on Ways and Means, and must 
ke paid off within the financial year. 


State of Affairs in the Aden Hinterland. 
Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): ‘To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
has received any information as to the 
state of affairs in the Aden Hinterland 
which would account for the despatch of 
an increased military force from Aden. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Brodrick.) 
In consequence of a threatened attack 
by the Kotaibi on our post at Sulek, 
which is about fifty-five miles from Aden 
on the route northwards, the Resident, 
as a precautionary measure, strengthened 
the post and the communications between 
it and Aden. ‘These measures, according 
to a report received by telegraph on 
the 10th instant, seem to have had the 
desired effect. 


Members of Royal jIrish Constabulary 
Punished at Instance of County 
Inspector Ball. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH (Leitrim, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the number of sergeants and 
constables of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary punished at the instance of 
County Inspector Ball since his appoint- 
ment to county Leitrim. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Two 
sergeants were punished at the instance 
of the county inspector since the date 
referred to, January, 1902. Two con- 
stables were also fined by him in the 


Questions. {COMMONS} 


| fective. 
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Questions. 


}same period on reports made by their 
| officers. 


Sanitary Condition of Irish Workhouses. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware of the state 
of dirt and neglect to which the 
poor of Irish workhouses are exposed; 
that in many of these institutions there 
are no baths, water-closets, water supply, 
or other sanitary conveniences; and 
whether, seeing that these institutions 
are inspected by non-professional in- 
spectors, without any scientific attain- 
ments or special knowledge, he will 
direct that in future these institutions, 
and especially the hospitals, -shall be 
inspected by medical and not lay 
Inspectors. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
poor in Irish workhouses are not in a 
state of dirt and neglect. They are much 
cleaner and are better cared for than 
the poor outside the workhouses. _ If, 
however, the hon. Member will refer 
me to any workhouse in which it is sug- 
gested that the contrary is the case I 
shall be pleased to cause an investigation 
to be made. The workhouses are visited 
periodically by experienced lay inspectors, 
and I am not aware that they discharge 
their duty less efficiently because they 
have no scientific attainments. The 
workhouse hospitals are inspected by 
two medical inspectors specially appointed 
for the purpose. 


Sanitary Condition of Glenties 
Workhouse. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland ifhe is aware that in the Glenties 
Workhouse there is no water supply; 
that there are no baths or water-closets, 
or means of heating water, and 
that notwithstanding the frequent ap- 
plication of the authorities of the hospital 
and workhouse, these necessaries remain 
unsupplied ; and, if so, will he direct the 
Local Government Board to insist on the 
immediate remedy of the grievances. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
water supply in this workhouse is de- 
Basins and portable baths are, 
however, provided in the hospital. The 
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Local Government Board inspector has | 

repeatedly call ed attention to the necess- | 
ity for a sufficient water supply, and the | 

board of guardians some time ago ob- | 
tained plans for the work as well as for | 
water-closets and bathroom accommoda- 

tion ; but, in view of the poverty and high 

rates in the district, the guardians decided 

to await the Report of the Poor Law 

Reform Commission before incurring the 

heavy expense of a better water supply. 


Questions. 


Pensions for Junior Literary Assistants 
of the Irish National Education Com- 
missioners. 

Me. O’ DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland the number of junior 
literary assistants at present engaged by 
the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation and National Schoo's of Ireland ; 
and whether, cons dering the long service 
at low salaries rendered to the Comm’s- 
sioners by junior literary assistants, the 
Government will consider the advisability 
of allowing them pensions or comp:nsa- 
tion when they are unfit for work, the 
same as now applies in the case of 
national teachers. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
number of juniors literary assistants in the 
service of the Commissioners is eleven. 
Teachers of this class are entitled to 1e- 
tiring gratuities under the old arranze- 
ments which were applicab‘e to all teachers 
before the introduction of the ‘Teachers’ 
Pension Act. They are not eligible for 
pensions under the Teachers’ Pension 
Act. This class of teacher is fast dying 
out and no new appointments are made. 


Assistant Teachers in Irish National 

chools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what is the 
number of assistant teachers emp'oyed in 
Irish national schools; how many of 
those have been trained; what is the 
highest grade and salary they can reach 
as assistants; how many years 
e'apse under most favourably circum- 
stances before they can reach the maxi- 
mum; why it is that the spirit of the 
recent rules, which gives promotion and 
increase of salary to all others, is denied 
only to the assistants; whether, under 


{12 Juny 1904} 
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those circumstances, steps will be taken 
‘to enable assistants of ten yeats service 
and classed under old rules as second- 
class to be promoted to second grade. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
number of assistant teachers employed 
in the year 1903 was 3,787, of whom 
Assistants, asa rule, 
can only rank in the third grade, but 
may, under exceptional circums‘ances 
of the Board, be 
promoted a‘-ove third grade (Rule 195f). 


So long as assistants are in the third 
grade, the maximum salary for men is 


£86 per annum, and for women £72 1s. 
per annum, in both cases exclusive of 
capitation fees, out of the school grant 
under the Irish Education Act of 1902. 
An assistant entering the service at the 
minimum salary would reach the maxi- 


/mum of the third grade under ordinary 


circumstances, if his service was good, in 
nine years. Under special and excep- 
tional circumstances he might reach the 
maximum of the third grade, or even of 
a higher grade, in a much shorter time, 


but there is no fixed time limit. The 
new rules provide for imereases of 
salar\ to assistants under ordinary cir- 


cumstances, and for p:omot ons of assist- 
ants under exceptional circumstances, 
but it was never conte uplated, and it 
would not be desirable, to give assistants 
the same rights as principals in regard to 
promotion. The Comm‘ssione.s desire 
that principals should. as a rule, be 
recruited from experienced assistants, but 
few assistants would be willinz to take 
principalships with the co:responding 
they could, 
from the monetary point of view, do as 
well by remaining assistants. In reply to 
the concluding inquiry, I have nothing 
to add to my reply to the hon. Member’s 
prev.ous Question, of the 29th of June t+ 
on the same subject. 


Whisky for inmates of the Naas Union — 
Refund of Duty. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if he is aware that the 
quarter cask of whisky, containing about 

62 gallons, which had been procured by 
the guardians of the Naas Union for the 


t See page 27. 
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use of the inmates, has Lecome not pot- 
able owing to having teen reduced by 
water which was subsequently found to 
have Leen polluted, and that the Local 


Questions. 


Government Board has ordered it to be | 


aestroyed ; and, ‘f so, whethe”, seeing that 
the duty has been paid on it, the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue will either 
refund the duty or make some allowance 
in respect thereof, seeing that the guard- 
jans were at the loss of the material and 
have hac to replace it. 


(Answered Ly Mr. Wyndham.) The facts 
are as stated. The workhouse master 
who was responsible for the loss has since 
keen required to resign. The guardians 
communicated with the Commiss oners 
of Inland Revenue, and were in‘ormed 
that the latter have no power to make 
any repayment of duty in respect of 
spirits which have passed out oi Revenue 
control. 
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Questions. 


Gold Output of Transvaal Mines—White 
and Native Labour. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state the value 
of the gold output in the Transvaal 
mines for June, 1904, tozether with the 
white and native labour employed in the 
mining industry during the same month; 
whether he can state further the same 
facts for each month of 1904; and 





whether he can give the same facts for 
‘each of the periods of six months, as 
follows: July to December, 1901, January 
to June, 1902, July to December, 1902, 
January to June, 1903, July to December, 
1903, and January to June, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte'ton.) 
The ‘following are the figures I am able 





to give :—- 


| 


| Transvaal Gold Mines. 





Value of Output. 


Number of white men 
at work. 


Number of coloured 
(Natives) at work. 





June, 1904. 1,3¢ nent 
January, 1904. 1,231,418 
February, 1904 . 1,234,927 
March, 1904. 1,310,567 
April, 1904... 1,305,431 
May, 1904. 1,335,826 


68,857 Not available. 
69,159 12,814 
72,177 12,801 
72,667 12,681 
73,246 12,740 
70,77 Not available. 








Value of Output. 





Ps 
July to December, 1901 . 899,402 


January to June, 1902 2,827,385 





July to December, 1902 . 4,456,279 
January to June, 1903 5,587,510 
| 
July to December, 1903 . | 7,040,547 
Loe Lad 
January to June, 1904 - | 7,727,400 
| 
\ 


Average number | Average number 
of coloured of whites at 
(Natives) at work. | work. 
13,248 | 2,552 
| 
24,527 | 5,627 
| 
35,264 | 9,337 
52,487 | 11,233 
64,162 | 12,401 
72,062 | 12,758 
(average for | (average for 
January to April) | January to April) 
| 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Maltese Finance. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the fact that 
three months have elapsed since the c!ose 
of the financial year in Malta, he will 
undertake that a copy of the ba'ance-sheet 
for the year will be available for Members 
of the House before the Vote on the Colo- 
nial Estimates is taken. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretton, War- 
wick, Leamington): I have received a 
telegram from the Governor of Malta 
stating that the Annual Account for the 
year 1903-4 would be ready on the 11th 
of July; it should, therefore, reach the 
Colonial Office in about a week from that 
date. The account will then be printed 
and laid before Parliament. 


Prosecution of Fortune-tellers. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he can state 
the number of prosecutions and convic- 
tions for palmistry and other species of 
fortune-telling from Ist March, 1901, till 
30th June. 1904, in London and Birming- 
ham, respectively. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): During 
the period in question there were in the 
Metropolitan Police District sixteen 
prosecutions of the nature indicated by 
the hon. Member and thirteen convictions. 
In Birmingham there were fourteen 
prosecutions and five convictions, with 
two cases still pending. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: What class 
of people were prosecuted. Were they 
sixpenny, or two or three guinea fee- 
takers ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I will see 
if lean get the information for the hon. 
Member. 

The Alleged Mutiny on board ss. ‘‘Home- 
wood ”’—Composition of the Crew. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the President of the 

VOL. CXXXVII. [Fourrs Serres.] 
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Board of Trade whether he has received 
any report from His Majesty’s Consul at 
the Port of Brest, France, with regard to 
the alleged mutiny on board the British 
steamer ‘‘ Homewood’’; and whether he 
can state how many of the sailors and 
firemen were foreigners, and what were 
their nationalities, and also to state 
whether these men could speak and under- 
stand the English language. 


Questions. 


Tur PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, I have received a 
report from His Majesty’s Consul at 
Brest in regard to a disturbance on board 
the “ Homewood.” There was no mutiny. 
One member of the crew assaulted 
another, and when the master attempted 
to handcuff the offender he was attacked 
by two of the dockers who were working 
on board the vessel. Members of the crew 
came, however, to the assistance of the 
master and protected him against further 
assault. The crew (other than officers) 
of the ‘Homewood,’ when the Articles 
were opened at Antwerp, consisted of four 
Germans, four Swedes, two Belgians, one 
Norwegian, one Swrss, one Turk, and two 
British. I have no information as to 
their knowledge of English. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the right hon- 
Gentleman inquire whether these men 
understood the English language. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that is necessary. They3seem, 
under the circumstances. to have behaved 
very well. 


Tuberculosis By-laws. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): On 
behalt of the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can state how many, 
and what, local authorities have adopted 
the model by-laws on tuberculosis issued 
by the Board; and whether, in the event 
of the sanitary authority refusing to 
adopt the model by-laws, there is any 
means of compelling them to do so. 


THe PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): I presume that the 

3G 
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hon. Member has in view the Model Regu- 
lations issued by my Department for the 
guidance of local authorities in framing 
regulations under the Dairies, Cowsheds, 
and Milkshops Order of 1885. Since 1899, 
when the present Model Regulations were 
issued, 583 series have been made by 
councils of boroughs and urban and rural 
districts, and thev are for the most part 
based on the model. I am not empowered 
to compel local authorities to adopt the 
Model Regulations if they do not think 
fit to do so. 


Questions. 


Inspection of Meat. 

Mr. LUNDON: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick Division of 
Dublin, I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he can 
state if the medical officers of health who 
are charged with the duty of judging 
meat alleged to be affected with tubercu- 
losis have any special qualification for 
this position, or whether they have 
passed any examination in public health ; 
and whether he will consider the necessity 
of issuing by-laws for their guidance 
with a view of protecting the private 
property of the traders in native meat 
and preventing the detrimental effect of 
unnecessary Confiscation upon the pro- 
ducers of home meat. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am advised 
that the training which every registered 
medical pract'tioner must have received 
as a student is sufficient to render him 
competent to detect tuberculosis in a 
carcase. As every medical officer of 
health must be a registered medical 
practitioner, it is not necessary for the 
purpose mentioned in the Question that 
he should possess any special qualifica- 
tion. Circulars were issued by my De- 
partment in March, 1899, and September, 
1901, drawing attention to the principles 
which should be observed in the inspec- 
tion of tuberculous carcases, and I do 
not think I need take any further action 
in the matter at the present time. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, §.): Is it 
not the fact that many of the inspectors 
have no qualifications whatever for this 
work. 


under- 
observa- 


Mr. WALTER LONG was 
stood to reply that that 
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tion would not apply to medical 
officers of health to whom the 


Question on the Paper referred, but it 


was the case that some of the inspectors 


_ were in no way qualified. 


Kilrusheightey School Teacher’s Salary. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware’ that the 
Resident Commissioner of National 
Education in Ireland wrote on the 231d 
March last to the Very Rev. John Melvin, 
parish priest, manager of Kilrusheightey 
National School, county Sligo, informing 
him that the Commissioners would be 
surcharged by the Auditor-General if the 
salary of the principal teacher of the 
school was increased by giving him 
credit for the sum of £7 14s. 6d., which 
he had earned for tuition in agriculture 
within the three years ended 31st March, 
1900; if so, will he explain to the Hous» 
the circumstances under which the 
Resident Commissioner endeavours t¢ 
transfer to the Auditor-General the re- 
sponsibility of the Commissioners of 
National Education for a failure to com- 
ply with Rule 200 in calculating the 
consolidated income of the principa 
teacher of the school mentioned; ha: 
this case been submitted to the Auditor: 
General; and is that official entitled te 
supervise the Commissioners’ interpreta 
tion of Rule 200. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE: 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
reply to the first inquiry is in the affirms: 
tive. Payments made by the Com: 
missioners in such cases are governed by 
regulations which have been approved by 
Government and the Treasury, and are 
audited by the Controller and Auditor 
General, who is authorised by statute to 
surcharge any payment made in contt- 
vention of the regulations. The case 1 
question has not come under the not. 
of the Controller and Auditor - General 
because no payment was made. 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH: I beg te 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord: 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he % 
aware that the Commissioners of Nationa 
Education in Ireland were bound, unde 
Rule 200, to take into account all sum 
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Questions. 


earned by teachers from State sources for 
work actually performed within the three 
years ended 31st March, 1904; that the 
principal teacher of  Kilrusheightey 
(county Sligo) was paid a sum of 
£7 14s. 6d. for tuition in agriculture 
given within the period stated; that the 
manager of this school, Very Rev. John 
Melvin, P.P., has repeatedly insisted that 
that sum (£7 14s. 6d.) should have been 
taken into account by the Commissioners 
when fixing the teacher’s consolidated 
income; and that the Commissioners 
have refused to take it into account ; and, 
if so, will he say under what authority 
have the Commissioners departed in this 
case from the provisions of Rule 200; 
and has the manager any appeal from 
their decision. 


Mr.WYNDHAM;; The period referred 
to in Rule 200 is the triennial period 
ended 31st March, 1900. Subject to this 
correction the reply to the first inquiry 
is in the negative. The consolidated 
incomes of teachers were calculated on 
emoluments actually paid within that 
period. The payment in the present 
instance was not so made, and in any 
case it was never contemplated by the 
Rules, as I have already explained, that 
grants covering services in respect of a 
period of six months should be continued 
in perpetuity under the form of consoli- 
dated income. The Commissioners re 
served to themselves, with the approval 
of the Treasury, the right to give special 
consideration to cases in which any of 
the regulations in Rule 200 would operate 
inequitably. This right was exercised in 
a large number of cases at considerable 
additional expenditure. The claim of 
the Rev. Mr. Melvin was also several 
times considered by them, but they saw 
no reason for coming to the conclusion 
that it could be sustained. 


Irish Intermediate Education—Committee 
of Inquiry. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say 
when was the Committee of Inquiry 
now investigating the working of the 
system of intermediate education in 


Ireland appointed ; what are the terms 
of reference to the Committee ; who are 
the gentlemen who constitute the Com- 
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mittee; what educational experience do 
they possess ; what is the nature of the 
inquiries they are making ; and who are 
the witnesses called, if any. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Committee 
was appointed on 2nd May. The in- 
quiries are directed to the general con- 
ditions of the organisation of intermediate 
education in Ireland ; its relations with 
primary and technical education; the 
staffing and equipment of schools; the 
allocation of the Board’s funds; the 
The 
members of the Committee are Mr. F. H. 
Dale, an Inspector of Schools under the 
English Board of Education; and Mr. 
Stephens, late Inspector of Schools for the 
Victoria University, and now one of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Schools. About 
eighty intermediate schools have been 
visited, as well as some of the training 
colleges. ‘Che Committee conferred with 
many educational authorities of different 
denominations and with teachers of 
schools. 


Mr. FLYNN: By what authority was 
the Committee appointed ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: By the authority 
of the Lord-Lieutenant. 


Queen’s College (Belfast) Professors. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
whether any appointments, outside their 
professional appointments, are held by 
the professor of English, the professor of 
chemistry, the professor of logic, and the 
professor of pathology, at Queen’s College, 
Belfast ; whether he can state if their 
college work is limited to five months in 
the year; and whether he has received 
any representations as to the necessity for 
the appointment of assistants at the 
public cost. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The professors in 
question hold no appointments other than 
examinerships. The Clark Lectureship, 
conferred by Trinity College, Cambridge, 
is also held by the professor of English. 
So far from the work of the professors 
being limited, as suggested, to a period of 
five months, in the year, the professors in 
some cases are only able to obtain a 
vacation of six weeks. The reply to the 
last query is in the negative. 


3G 2 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it the case that 
the sittings only extend over five months 
in the year ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will deal with 
that in answer to another Question. 


Irish Queen’s Colleges. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state in how 
many months of the year education is 
imparted at the Queen’s College, Belfast, 
and for how many months of the year, 
including vacation periods, it is closed ; 
and whether he can state if the periods 
of repose are similar at the Queen’s 
College, Galway, and the Queen’s College, 
Cork. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The period of the 
college session at Belfast, as at Galway 
and Cork, is regulated by statute and is 
the same in the case of each of these 
colleges. It commences. on the third 
Tuesday in October and terminates on the 
second Saturday in June. Much of the 
so-called vacation between June and 
October is taken up with examinations 
of the Royal University, at which the 
professors and students are occupied. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Are they not paid 
extra in connection with these examina- 
tions ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot say. 


Lectures in Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state how 
many courses of lectures, advertised to 
be delivered in the Queen’s College, 
Belfast, on music and on sound, have been 
abandoned for want of audiences, and 
what public cost was enta'led on those 
occasions in fees and otherwise. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No such courses of 
lectures were abandoned for the reason 
stated, or any other reason, and no 
public cost was entailed. 


Westropp Estate, County Clare. 
Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Sccretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say what 
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reply the Estates Commissioners have 
received to the request made to the , 
Land Judge’s Court on behalf of the § Ch 
tenants on the Westropp Estate, county of 
Clare; and whether the property is tof @P. 
be sold in compliance with the request. — C0 

Ju 

Mr. WYNDHAM: On receipt of thef )” 
request, the Land Judge wrote to the - 
Estates Commissioners reminding them we 
that offers for purchase had been pre- “e 
viously made to the tenants under the} y 
40th Section of the Act of 1896, and Cor 
refused by the majority of the tenants. oi 


The Land Judge also pointed out that 
at the time, of the consideration of the l 
Land Commission report upon which 








these offers were based, the tenants had tee 
the fullest opportunity of being heard, Kil 
and the prices named were most carefully are 
considered by the Land Judge. In these ‘ia 
circumstances, the Judge did not deem diti 
it expedient at present that proceedings hai 
should be taken under the 7th Section Shot 
of the Act of 1903. 
sele 
Mr. SHEEHY: Can the right hon. M 
Gentleman state what offer was made tof con: 
the tenants by the Land Judge ? cont 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. M 
suit 
In reply to a further Question Mr} St 
WynpHAm said the matter was on 
which deserved and should have his} M 
careful attention. sal 
Lieu 
awal 
Glen (Kerry) Boat-Slip. Rap 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the] 1899 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | Ruré 
of Ireland whether his attention has been | cotte 
called to the state of the boat-slip at| had 
Glen, county Kerry; and, if so, whether, | office 
in view of the fact that the fishing] that 
season will shortly commence, the Con-] Irela 
gested Districts Board will complete the | 23rd 
slip and undertake the construction of a] take: 
breakwater. sche 
prov. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board recently | MeCe 
expended a sum of £360 on the exten-| th 
sion of this boat-slip. The construction} “48 
of a breakwater would cost many thou had 
sands of pounds, but no further expendi} B¢ist 
ture than that already incurred is cor- built 
templated by the Board. ™ ¢ 
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Kanturk Land Appeals. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licutenant 
of Ireland whether he will explain why 
appeals in land cases from the Assistant 
Commissioner and from County Court 
Judges, which concern the Kanturk, 
county Cork, district, are heard in Kil- 
larney instead of Cork; and whether, in 
view of the additional expense to solici- 
tors, tenants, and witnesses, as also the 
delay involved, the Land Commission 
will arrange to hear these appeals in 


Cork or Mallow, or other convenient 
centre in the county of Cork. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: There is direct 


railway communication between Kanturk 
and Killarney and the former is nearer to 
Killarnev than to Cork. Killarney is 
regarded as the most convenient centre 
fo: the hearing of appeals, and no ad- 
ditional expense, i am informed, has 
been placed upon the parties by having 
their cases heard in Killarney, which was 


| selected to suit the public convenience. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not possible to 
consult the convenience of those most 
concerned in these cases ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is impossible to 


suit everybody’s convenience. 


Strabane Labourers’ Cottage Scheme. 
Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal,E.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Henry McCool, of Druminany, 
Raphoe, county Donegal, in the year 
1899 applied to the Strabane No. 2 
Rural District Council for a labourer’s 
cottage, on the ground that his house 
had been condemned by the medical 
officer of health as unfit for habitation ; 
that the Local Government Board for 
Ireland wrote to Henry McCool on the 
23rd July, 1901, that steps were being 
taken to carry out an improvement 
scheme under which he would be 
provided with a cottage; that in 1902 
McCool was compelled to leave his house, 
on the ground that a labourer’s cottage 
was about to be built on its site, and 
had to take lodgings in the house of a 
neighbour; that a labourer’s cottage was 
built on the site of the old house and on 
its completion was given to a man 


& 
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named Porterfield who did not belong to 
the district at all; and whether, secing 
that McCool has now got notice to leave 
the lodgings where he has resided since 
1902 and cannot get accommodation in 
the district, the Local Government 
Board will direct the Strabane No. 2 
Rural District Council to take steps to 
provide him with a cottage. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements in 
the Question ere accurate, but they omit 
an important factor in the case—namely, 
that the cottage was originally applied 
for by Porterfield. The district council 
has decided to let the cottage to this 
man, and it appears that the council is 
now preparing a further scheme which 
includes a cottage for McCool. 


Rae Estate, Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what steps 
have been taken by the Congested 
Districts Board for Ireland with a view 
to purchase the Rae Estate, Keel, county 
Kerry; what are th instructions given 
to the engineer who, since February last, 
has spent a few days on the estate; 
when will he be required to furnish his 
report; and whether he will be instructed 
to secure the voluntary co-operation of 
the tenants in preparing his report. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board is still 
in correspondence with the owners of this 
property. When it is in possession of 
certain information for which it has 
applied to the owners, it will consider the 
question of the purchase of the estate. 
The Chief Inspector has not yet visited 
the estate. 


Irish Language for Irish Postal Officials. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg toask the Post- 
master-General whether he has _re- 
ceived copies of resolutions passed 
by the county councils of Wexford, 
Meath, Dublin, and Tipperary (S.R.), by 
thirteen urban district councils, nine 
rural district councils, and fourteen 
boards of guardians in various parts of 
of Ireland, requesting to have Irish made 
a subject of examination for postal 
officials in Ireland, and to have a 
knowledge of Irish required in making 
appointments of postmasters and 
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postmen; whether he is aware that in 
the official advertisement of the vacancy 
for the postmastership of Carnarvon the 
words, ‘‘a knowledge of Welsh is 
necessary,” occur; and whether he pro- 
poses to have the resolutions of these 
elected councils in Ireland carried into 
effect. 


THe POSTMASTER - GENERAL 


(Lord Srantey, Lancashire, West- 
houghton): I have received copies of 
resolutions passed by various local 


bodies in Ireland urging the adoption of 
Irish as a subject of examination for 


postal officials in Ireland, and the 
introduction of .a rule requiring a 
knowledge of that language by all 


postmasters and postmen. The con- 
ditions under which Irish is used as a 
spoken or written language do not appear 
to me to be such as to render such a 
measure necessary. In certain districts 
of Wales a knowledge of Welsh is 
necessary; and this fact was mentioned 
in the advertisement of the vacancy in 
the postmastership of Carnarvon. 


Mr. BOLAND: If the noble Lord 


gets resolutions from every district 
council will he kindly consider the 
matter } 


Lorp STANLEY: Oh yes, I will) 


consider it. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): 
consider it favourably ? 


Will you 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I wish to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Finance Bill will be taken on Menday ? 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrovur, Manchester, E.): Yes. On 
Monday and Tuesday. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Has any fixture been made for the 
next stage of the Navy Estimates ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


{COMMONS} 


Bills. 1368 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : Are we to understand that the 
Licensing Bill will not be taken next 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. ican 
only say that we shall take the Finance 
Bill on Monday and Tuesday. 


NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the County of Salop 
(Western or Oswestry Division), in the 
room of the hon. George Ralph Charles 
Ormsby-Gore, now Baron Harlech, ealled 
up to the House of Peers.—(Sir A. Acland- 
Hood.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES.) 


Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (ineluding 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures; Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. 
T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Runciman, Mr. Chan- 
ning, and Mr. William McKillop; and bad 
appointed in substitution: Mr. Clancy, 
Mr. O’Shee, Mr. Lundon, Mr. Joseph 
Nolan, and Mr. McHugh. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures, the following 
fifteen Members in respect of the 
Labourers (Ireland) Bill: Mr. Moore, Mr. 


Charles Craig, Mr. O’Doherty, Dr. 
Thompson, Mr. Joseph Devlin, Mr. 
Hayden, Mr. O’Shaughnessy, Mr. Kilbride 
Mr. Cullinan, Captain Donelan, Mr. 


Sheehan, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Sloan, Mr- 
Corbett, and Mr. O’ Neill. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 
NEW BILLS. 
ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
“To amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” 
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presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to be | 
read a second time upon Monday next, | 
and to be printed. [Bill 269.] 


Licensing 


CRIMINAL ALIENS BILL. 


“To make provision for the repatria- 
tion of Criminal Aliens,” presented by 
Sir Howard Vincent: supported by Mr. 
Forde Ridley, Sir Carne Rasch, Sir 
Ernest Flower, Mr. Runciman, Mr. 
Trevelyan, Mr. Herbert Robertson, and 
Colone! Pilkington ; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 270.] 


LICENSING BILL [3rp ALLorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 4:— 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akeks- 
Dove.Las, Kent, St. Augustine’s) moved 
to omit the words from “ confirming” to 
“county borough” in order to insert the 
words “the count’ licensing committee 
to confirm new licences, and any other 
power of that committee shall.” The 
object of the Amendment, he said, was 
almost entirely consequent on the Amend- 
ments which had already been accepted 
by the Government limiting the compen- 
sation clauses of the Bill to existing 
licences. As the Bill was first adopted 
the compensation clauses applied to new 
licences. It was therefore necessary to 
provide that in the case of the non-county 
boroughs the county quarter sessions 


should consent to the grant of new 
licences; but now that the com- 
pensation clauses of the Bill only 


applied to existing licences, this necessity 
no longer existed and the provision which 
required consent to be given by quarter 
sessions might therefore be omitted. Non- 
county boroughs would retain exactly the 
same power which they had now over 
new licences. They would have the same 
confirming authority, viz., the whole 
body of magistrates or the special com- 
mittee asthe case might be. He thought 
that this Amendment would meet, at all 
events, if not entirely, in a very large 


{12 Jury 1904} 
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degree, the Amendments which were 
on the Paper in the names of the hon. 
Members for Anglesey, Lancaster, Flint, 
and Huddersfield. As regarded county 
boroughs the Government, after having 
heard what had been said during the 
Second Reading and in the earlier stages 
of the Committee, had decided not to 
interfere with the present confirmation of 
new licences, so that the whole body of 
justices, acting for the borough, would 
‘ontinue to act as the confirming 
authority and need not, unless they 
wished to do so, appoint a spe-ial 
committee. So far as the county 
quarter sessions were concerned, they 
would appoint a committ2e, but the com- 
mittee which they would appoint would 
be in substitution of the licensing com- 
mittee which they now appo‘nted and 
which now acted. Sub-section 1, as they 
proposed to amend it, was therefore limited 
to the provision necessary to transfer to 
quarter sessions the present statutory 
powers which were possessed by the 
licensing committee of quarter sessions 
for the purpose of confirming licences. 
It was really the same authority, but a 
new committee wou'd have to be 
appointed, and they would deal with new 
licences as well as with the question 
of the extinction of licences which had 
been reported to them as redundant 
by the brewster sessions. The 
same committee in the county and 
th: same body of justices in the county 
borough would deal both with the 
confirmation of new licences and with 
references from the licensing justices as 
to the renewal of existing licences. The 
Committee would see that the Govern- 
ment had gone very far to meet many of 
the suggestions which had been made 
both from non-county and county 
borough Members, and he trusted they 
would think that the proposals they had 
made were an improvement on the Bill. 
They certainly simplified the powers very 
much indeed, because they left, to a very 
much greater extent than was formerly 
proposed, the jurisdiction where it was 
before. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 8, toleave out from the word 
‘of’ to the word ‘be,’ in line 10, and to iasert 
the words, ‘the county licensing committee to 
confirm new licences, and any other power of 
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that committee shall.”—(Mr. Scretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 


Licensing 





Question proposed, 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that on behalf of the interest repre- 
sented by the non-county boroughs he 
desired to thank the Home Secretary for 
the consideration and courtesy with 
which he had received the deputations | 
which had’ waited upon him. He re- 
served to the Report stage the raising of 
the question of non-county boroughs | 
having powers equal to those conferred 
upon county boroughs where the popula- 
tion exceeded 25,000. In such boroughs 
the compensation area was sufficiently 
large and valuable to allow such powers | 
to be exercised without any injury to the | 
principle contained in the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD WHARTON (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Ripon) said that hitherto the | 


“That the words 
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their powers under Section 4 to the com- 
mittee to be appointed under Section 5. 
He thought there was some danger it 
might be suggested there was no such 
power of delegation. Personally he was 
in favour of it. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL | (Sir 
| Epwarp Carson, Dublin University): 
| Yes, I think it is quite clear. 


| 


| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It will be 
| the county licensing committee after 
all. 


Sm EDWARD CARSON: Not the 
existing licensing committee but one in 
lieu of it. 


Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing) inquired whether, supposing the 
licensing justices refused an application 
‘for a new licence, quarter sessions or 
| their committee would have power to 
override their decision and grant the 
new licence. 


licensing bodies had put forward a claim | 


for a new licence. Thev had sat on the 
county licensing committees and had 
made recommendations for new licences. 
The county licensing committee in 
dealing with the whole county had in- 
quired into these cases and had either 
confirmed or rejected the original sugges- 
tions. Now, if he understood the Amend- 


ment of the right hon. Gentleman rightly, | 


the county licensing committee would 
cease to be the qua licensing authority, 
and the powers of the committee would | 
be relegated to quarter sessions, who, he 
supposed, would delegate them again to 
the new committee, which would clear 
away difficulties that might arise from 
having two committees, one a licensing 
committee and the other what they 
might call a compensation committee. | 
They had a provisional power given to | 
county boroughs which, instead of send- 
ing their claims to the new licensing | 
committees, would formulate their own 
licensing committees and would either 
confirm or reject the recommendations of 
the brewster sessions, so that there would 
be considerable access of power to 
justices in county boroughs.."} | TS Be 
LLOYD-GEORGE 


rT Mr. (Carnarvon 


Boroughs) asked if it was made perfectly 
clear that quarter sessions could delegate 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, quarter 
sessions cannot override their decision 
in such a case. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked if the 
Government were prepared to insert pro- 
visions to ensure that the inhabitants of 
a district affected had full notice of any 
| intention to apply for a new licence so 
‘that they might attend the Court and 
| put forward their views. Every possible 
‘avenue for the expression of public 
| opinion should be left open. 
| Srr EDWARD CARSON replied that 
| under the law as it stood there was a 
| very elaborate system of notice insisted 
on as a precedent to applications for new 
licences. 


| 
| Question put, and negatived, 
| Words inserted. 
| 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) moved an Amendment to give 
power to quarter sessions to sanction or 
vary any conditions attached to a new 
licence under the provisions of the section. 
His object was to extend the powers of 
quarter sessions. A new licensing sys- 
tem was practically to be set up, 
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Iicensing 


and personally he thought it a con- 
siderable improvement on the present 
one. It was in fact much more elastic. 
He believed it would work satisfactorily 
provided that there was some power of 
controlling within reasonable limits the 
various conditions that might be attached 
to licences. The present power of quarter 
sessions only extended to confirming or 
not confirming; but if they were to ex- 
tend the power of the licensing justices in 
the way proposed by the Home Secretary, 
he thought they must also make a corres- 
ponding extension of the powers of 
quarter sessions, which ought to have the 
power to refuse conditions attached to 
licences. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 11, after the word 
‘sessions’ to insert the words ‘and shall include 
the power to sanction any conditions attached 
to a new licence under the provisions of this 
section.’”—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORDor tHe TREASURY(Mr. A. J. Bat- 
Four, Manch:ster, E.) said the point raised 
byhis right hon. friend was one well worthy 
of consideration. His right hon. friend 
suggested that when new licences were 
granted there should be some power in 
quarter sessions so to vary the conditions 
imposed by local magistrates that there 
should te some kind of uniformity in the 
terms on which the new licences were 
granted. Personally he was rather in 
favour of leaving such liberty to the local 
magistrates as might produce a large 
variety of experiment inthis matter. On 
the whole he was disposed to think that, 
instead of having a controversy between 
the local magistrates and quarter sessions 
as to the terms upon which in a giv_n 
locality new licences should be granted, 
they might leave the power with the local 
magistrates. He thought the, would 
have a very valuable series of experiments 
made, some of which would doubtless be 
abortive, but none of which, so far as he 
could see, would inflict injustice on 
individuals, because from the nature of 
the case a man who took a new licence 
knew the conditions under which he took 


at, and if he did ‘not think those condi- 


{12 Jury 1904} 
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| tions were tolerable he had the liberty of 
refusing to enter into the contract. 





Sirk ROBERT REID _ (Dumfries 
Burghs) said he was not in favour of the 
Amendment, because he did not desire to 
see the authority of the local magistrates 
more circumscribed than it was at pre- 
sent. Quarter sessions might say to a 
licensee, ‘‘ If you are not prepared to 
accept modifications in the sense that we 
desire we shall refuse to confirm the 
licence. ” 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said that 
if quarter sessions had power to bargain 
with the licensee his object would be 
achieved; hut it seemed to him they 
must either confirm or veto the licence. 
As the Government were not prepared 
to accept the Amendment he asked leave 
to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Spen Valley) moved the following 
proviso, ‘ Provided that no new licence 
shall be granted before the Ist 
day of January, 1907.” He regarded 
the provisions of the clause in regard 
to the granting of new _ licences 
as a considerable improvement on the 
original Bill, but he could not help 
feeling that the discussion on these im- 
portant although somewhat crude pro- 
posals was being rushed. The fact that 
the Government had already altered 
their scheme showed the difficulty and 
complexity of the problem for the dis- 
cussion of which they were only being 
allowed one day. He wished to recognise 
that the revised proposal of the Govern- 
ment was a genuine attempt to propound 
a bona fide scheme for the issue of new 
licences in the interests of the public. 
There was no trace of the brewer in this 
proposal, and he was, perhaps, a little 
strengthened in his support of it by the 
fact that the trade papers were strongly 
condemning it. The object of his Amend- 
ment was to relieve the licensing justices 
of the necessity of dealing with that very 
complicated and difficult problem just at 
the moment when they had the new reduc- 
tion proposals on their hands. The jus- 
tices under the revised clause would fix the 
price to be charged for a licence fora 








1375 


period of seven years; and he thought | 
that when they had had a year or two’s 
experience in dealing with the question 
of compensation for non-renewal they 
would have gathered a large amount of 
very useful information as to the value 
of a licence and the conditions which 
ought to be attached to it. They were 
framing the new licensing system some- 
what in a hurry, and one advantage of 
deferring the granting of new licences for 
two years would be that the Government 
would have an opportunity of recon- 
sidering the whole matter. Many 
difficult problems were connected with 
the granting of new licences. There was 
the question whether there should be a 
heavy licence fee, fixed according to 
population if they liked, which would 
keep down the number of _ licences 
simply by the amount which would 
have to be paid, or whether they should 
adopt a system under which persons 
should tender, stating how much they 
would give for a licence. For these and 
other reasons it would be well to post- 
pone for two years the granting of new 
licences. 


Licensing 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 8, at beginning, to insert the 
words ‘No new licences shall be granted before 
the Ist day of January, 1907, and after that 
date.’”—(Mr, Whittaker.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) thought it would be a very great 
pity to interfere in any way with the 
discretion of the magistrates in the grant- 
ing of new licences. The matter had 
been dealt with by the Home Secretary 
and the Solicitor-General with the greatest 
care and ability, and in his opinion the 
sooner the magistrates got to work the 
better. The hon. Member must not 
forget that many benches of licensing 
magistrates had already formulated 
schemes for a reduction m the number 
of licensed houses, and nad obtained full 
particulars of the premises it was pro- 
posed to deal with, so that the pressure 
on them immediately after the passing of 
the Bill was not so great as he had 
suggested. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS dissented from 
the view of the hon. Member for the 


Mr, Whittaker. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


Spen Valley that the discussion was being 
rushed. He could not accept the Amend- 
ment. He had always had sympathy 
with the view that very few licences 
ought to be granted. But he did not 
see the necessity for the Amendment, 
because the magistrates would have the 
power to refuse to issue new licences for 
two years if they thought well to do so, 
and because, in the interest of growing 
districts which would require new 
licences to satisfy their needs, it would 
not be right to fetter the discretion of 
the magistrates. 


1376 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) feared 
that the Home Secretary had not appre- 
ciated the full force of the argument 
advanced by the hon. Member for the Spen 
Valley. What it was desired to point 
out was that in the administration of 
this great and complicated Act the 
magistrates would be overburdened with 
work, and, therefore, it was quite a reason- 
able suggestion to suspend the granting 
of new licences for two years, when the 
magistrates would have more time to 
give to the consideration of the matter. 
After all, the main object of the Bill was 
to reduce the number of drinking shops, 
and surely it was not a very drastic pro- 
posal to suggest that no new licences 
should be granted for two years. 
As a rule licensing justices were men 
who were engaged in other businesses, 
and it was not right to make too heavy 
calls on their time. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER asked leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 11, to leave out from the 
word ‘sessions’ to end of sub-section.”— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Amendment agr2ed to. 


~*Mr. WHITTAKER next moved to add 
at the end of the sub-section—“ (1) No 
application for a new licence shall be re- 
ceived or considered by the justices of a 
licensing district unless and until they 
have issued a public notice that in their 
opinion a new licence is required in a parti- 
cular locality, and they are prepared to re- 


' ceive applications for it.’ This was, he 


said, one of the recommendations in the 
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Majority Report of the Royal Commission 
on Licensing, and he hoped, therefore, it 
would receive the support of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ripon. 


Licensing 


The proposal was a very simple one. | 


His object was to save the magistrates 
from being badgered and worried by 


people coming continually with applica- | 
tions for new licences in the hope that | 


some year they would influence a majority 
of the Court. It wou'd be a very great 
advantage indeed if the magistrates had 
greater control and if it were left for them 


in the first place to decide where new | 


licences Were required and to invite 
stutable applications. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 11, at end, to insert the 
words *(1) No application for a new licence 
shall be received or considered by the justices 
of a licensing district unless and until they 


have issued a public notice that in their opinion | 


a new licence is required in a particular locality 
and they are prepared to receive applications 
for it. °—( Wr. Whittaker.) 

Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he hoped 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Amendment. He had great doubts 
Whether many persons would apply for 
new licences under the stringent conditions 


imposed by the Bill; but supposing in a | 
new and growing district an hotel was | 
built, was the owner to wait before he | 


could apply for a licence until the justices 
of the heensing district had made up 
their minds about the necessity of a new 
licensed hotel in the locality? Was it 


not much better that the person applying | 


for the licence should give evidence before 
the magistrates as to the necessity for 


{12 Juty 1904} 


such an hotel, and that on hearing that | 
evidence the licensing magistrates shou!d | 


make up their minds as to whether or 
not they should grant the licence ? 


the greatest pains were taken to make 
known that an application for a licence 
had been lodged with the magistrates. 
There had to be publication of it in the 


papers fora month or more befere the | 


The | 


hon. Member must know that at present | 


| 
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| his side of the cas> thrashed out. He 
/could not see that anything would be 
| gained by the Amendment. 

| 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
| E.) said that as he had placed on the 
| Paper an Amendment with the same 
| object but in another form, he wished , to 
say: a word or two in support of the 
proposal of his hon. friend. The Home 
Secretary had just said that it was 
undesirable to restrict the power of the 
licensing magistrates, and now they were 
told by the Solicitor-General that it was 
|undesirable to extend the powers of the 
'magistrates to represent their locality in 
dealing with this question of new licences. 
|The magistrates were trusted with the 
|duty of granting licences because they 
were supposed to be the most sober- 
minded men in dealing with licences in 
their own localitv; and they should be 
allowed to form their own judgment as 
'to the time at which they should deal 
| with the needs of their own district. He 
' thought the Amendment was in the right 
direction, and it was supported by thos 
authorities which the Government ought 
to respect. 


;. Question put, and negatived. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that the Amendment 
which he wished to move raised two 
questions of very greatimportance. One 
was as to the advisability of having some 
change in the system under which the 
liquor trade was to be carried on; and 
‘the other was that an opportunity should 
be given to public opinion to express 
‘itself through a representative public 
‘authority. Many who were interested 
‘in temperanc? reform had been for some 
time of opinion that one of the most 
hopeful directions in which that reform 
could be carried out was that of en- 
deavouring to have a change in th 
system of the liquor trade. As at 
present carried on it was inevitable that 
the sale of liquor should be pushed to 
the utmost degree possible. And, whilst 
it was his object to eliminate this, his 


licence could be granted, and also on the | Amendment would not interfere in any 
site and on certain public buildings. | way with the liberty of people who 


Any member of the public had the power | wished to obtain alcoholic liquor. 


His 


to come before the magistrates to object | object was to discourage the system of 


to the granting of the licence, and have | pushing the sale of liquor. 


He knew, 
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of cours?, that the Amendment was open 
to one critic'sm, that if they got rid of 
the incentive to drink for the good of the 
Jandlord or the good of the house, it was 
only to substitute the incentive to drink 
for the good of the parish. That was a 
possible danger to which the system was 
open, but he would point out that. in 
his Amendment, there was nothing to 
restrict the disposal of the profits. It 
would be for purposes so wide—purposes 
of general utility that there would be no 
incentive to push the sale of liquor in 
any particular locality. The Amendment 
had been drawn in such a way as to 
guard against any such danger as he had 
described. After having got rid of the 
incentive to push the sale of liquor, he 
provided that the profits should be 
devoted to counter-attractions to the 
public-house. [An Hon. Member: To 
fountains ?] What was in his mind 
when he spoke of counter-attractions was 
that in every village there should be a 
place of resort—a public hall or club 
for social entertainment, where village 
societies couid meet and spend their time 
in interesting and _ profitable  dis- 
cussions. ‘‘ Counter-attractions,’ of 
course, was not quite the full descrip- 
tion of what he meant. Public halls 
were in themselves eminently desirable, 
whether there was a public-house close 
by or not. The phrase had been drawn 
intentionally wide, because it would in- 
clude fountains up to the highest form of 
scientific education. 


Licensing 


As to the second most important 
point in the Amendment, it was to 
bring in a representative authority. 
Now, he quite saw that they could not 
bring in a representative authority 
in such a way as to confuse the ad- 
ministration of the licensing authority. 
But, if the local authority were given no 
administrative power whatever, and only 
an opportunity of passing resolutions 'n 
regard to the issue of new licences, he 
thought that might be. done in sucha 
way as not to lead to confusion in 
administration. Under this Bill it was 
impossible to change the administrative 
authority from the justices to a represen- 
tative authority ; and if his Amendment 
would entail anything of that kind he 
admitted that it would be against the 
principle of the Bill. At the same time 


Sir Edward Grey. 


{COMMOMS} 
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he, and those who thought with him, had 
never looked upon the justices as the 
ideal authority to decide all questions in 
regard to licences; and just as they 
were beginning to have some hope of a 
change in the system, their hopes had 
been dashed by the introduction of this 
Bill. He wished the introduction of a 
representative authority, because he be- 
lieved that in recent years public opinion 
had been ripening in regard to temperance 
reform, and had been keenly investigating 
possible methods of such reform. The 
Prime Minister himself had admitted that 
there was some hope in liberty of experi- 
ment in this matter. He entirely agreed 
that foolish experiments might be made; 
still in liberty of experiment there was 
really some hope of temperance reform. 
But there could be no liberty of experi- 
ment unless some opportunity was given 
for the expression of public opinion. He 
insisted that that opportunity of giving 
expression to the desire of the people for 
temperance reform could be afforded 
without conflicting with the administra- 
tion of the Licensing authority set up by 
the Bill. Ifit were the case, as everybody 
admitted, that the liquor trade and excess 
in drinking was a real national danger, 
and if that danger were greatly increased 


by leaving the trade in __ private 
hands, surely no opportunity of 


introducing a change in the present 
licensing system should be neglected. 
Excess was the real national danger, and 
if that danger were greatly increased, as 
it must be, by leaving the trade in 
private hands, and if it were the case 
that private hands had literally got the 
country by the throat, surely no oppor- 
tunity of introducing a change of system 
in the future should be ignored. 


So far as existing licences were 
concerned, the Amendment did _ not 


refer to them, but, where the creation 
of new licences was concerned, public 
opinion should be given the greatest 
possible opportunity of starting new 
and improved systems. The Prime 
Minister spoke somewhat disparagingly 
of temperance reformers as a hopeless 
body because they were never agreed. 
If they took too extreme a view of 
the matter it was difficult to get agree- 
ment, but he thought there were many 
creeks and inlets into which a favourable 
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tide would flow if they only dug a 
channel for it. He wanted to dig a 
channel for it in that Amendment in 
which public opinion might flow. The 
real hope was not so much in a great 
general movement as in the fact that 
they would have one community more 
progressive than another, which afforded 
a practical way of advancing to which 
they should give every facility. He 
wanted any progressive communities to 
have an opportunity of having their say, 
and experiment to have a fair trial, in 
the hope of a better system of control of 
the liquor trade. Even if the number of 
new licences must be for many years 
comparatively small, and as he saw in 
the clause as moved by the Government 
nothing of the hand of the brewer, and 
no desire to tie licensing authorities 
down with regard to the new system, he 
would ask the Government whether they 
could not favourably consider his Amend- 
ment, which introduced the representa- 
tive authority, and so gave facilities for 
the expression of public opinion without 
conflicting with the administrative 
powers of their own licensing authority, 
and to say whether it would not be de- 
sirable that they should give some in- 
vitation to local authorities to take steps 
in the direction of putting new licences, 
at any rate, under a better system than 
that which had hitherto had the mono- 
poly of the trade. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 13, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ provided that a local authority may, by 
resolution, declare that no new on-licence shal] 
be so granted or confirmed in respect of 
premises within their area except to a company 
or association of persons formed for the pur- 
pose of devoting any profits (or any such pro- 
portion of profits as may be specified in the 
tesolution) to public purposes and complying 
with regulations made for the purpose by the 
Secretary of State, and any such resolution 
shall have effect accordingly.’”—(Sir Edward 
Grey.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said there was a 
great dealin the general observations of 
the right hon. Baronet with which, as 
the Committee knew, he was in sympathy; 
but he did not think it would be desirable 
to adopt the Amendment which he had 


put upon the Paper; uor did he think‘ he had very great doubts. 
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that Amendment really carried out the 
general principles which the right hon. 
Baronet had laid down in hisspeech. He 
would not go into the question of how 
the money which could be derived from 
the sale of liquor in a parish or district 
could be applied for the entertainment 
and improvement of the inhabitants. 
He remembered the late Lord Salisbury 
suggested that if they wanted to amuse a 
parish the best way was by giving a 
circus rather than by giving a parish 
council; and he would venture to suggest 
to his hon. friend behind, who made in- 
terjectory interruption in the speech*,of 
the right hon. Baronet. that probablv 
circuses would be more effective for that 
particular purpose than the fountain 
which his hon. friend would regard 
apparently as the substitute in this case. 
He did not gather that the intention{of 
the right hon Baronet was to substitute 
a non-intoxicating for an intoxicating 
beverage, but rather to see if any profits 
made out o° the monopoly value could 
be transferred to some public purpose. 
There were many temperance reformers 
who would regard that as a very serious 
blow to their own particular views as to 
how the cause of temperance could be 
best advanced. He neither shared their 
apprehensions in that matter nor did he 
share to the full some of the hopes which 
the right hon. Baronet expressed as to 
the substitution of companies like those 
indicated in the Amendment for the pre- 
sent system. He must honestly say he 
thought there had been an exaggeration 
in much temperance literature as to the 
degree of alcoholic consumption which 
was due to what was called pushing the 
sale of drink. He had not much 
experience in those matters, but his own 
impression was that the people drank in 
public-houses because they wanted to 
drink, and not because the liquor was 
pressed upon them by the publican. 
There might be, and no doubt were, 
especially in country districts, cases in 
which the sale might be pressed to the 
great detriment of the locality and of the 
individuals who fell a prey to that 


temptation ; but that the great bulk of 
the drinking in this country was regulated 
by the pressure put upon the consumer 
by the publican, and not by the pressure 
put upon the publican by the consumer, 
It was not 
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really those considerations, which were 
subsidiary, on which he based his objec- 
tion to that Amendment. 


That Amendment was recommended 
to the Committee because it intro- 
duced the public opinion of the 
locality, and enabled it to pronounce 
in favour of a particular form of 
experiment in regard to the sale of 
alcoholic liquors. He quite understood 
the policy, though he did not agree with 
it, or think it would be desirable, at all 
events in the existing conditions, to say 
that every question connected with 
drinking facilities, so long as injustice 
were not inflicted on individuals, should 
te teft to the locality itself, That was 
an intelligible but probably not an 
expedient policy; but he did not think 
the limited form proposed by the Amend- 
ment was consistent either with sound 
theory or practice. It would only allow 
the local authority to intervene in that 
question in one particular form and in 
favour of one particular kind of experi- 
ment. That seemed to him illogical and 
inconsistent with the general principles 
they desired to lay down, and also 
inimical to that other liberty of experi- 
ment which he regarded as one of the 
most valuable results of Clause 4 in its 
present shape. Under the Amendment 
the liberty of the local authority would 
be absolutely restricted to saying aye or 
no to that one particular question. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY : Ii the Govern- 
would insert the wider and larger Amend- 
ment I should be delighted to withdraw 
this. I thought, being small, it might 
be acceptable. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
if they were going to give power to 
the locality at all they should give 
the locality freedom all round. But 
they had gone throughout on the 
hypothesis that they were to interfere 
as little as possible with the magisterial 
management. That was the view em- 
bodied in the Bill, and it had received its 


most violent expression from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They had been 
obliged to change the magisterial 


authority in order to carry out the scheme 
of compensation, but where they could 
leave it alone they had done so. He did 
not think it would be wise in Clause 4 alone 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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of the Bill to bringin for the first time the 
local authority as settling the precise kind 
of experiment which should be tried. He 
was not sure they would be well suited to 
carry that out, and it would be both 
illogical and imprudent in any case to 
say, ‘‘ We cannot trust you with the whole 
decision on all the points that arise, but 
you are to have the power to say aye or 
no to the one particular form of ex- 
periment.” He thought the public-house 
trust system a most proper experiment, 
and one well worthy of trial. Whether it 
was going to succeed, and going gradually 
to supplant other methods, he was not 
rash enough to prophesy, but it was an 
experiment which had been supported 
with the most earnest intentions of dealing 
with some of the evils in the country, and 
full liberty to try it with regard to new 
licences was left under the clause as they 
had drafted it. He would venture to 
suggest, however, they ought not to lay it 
down that in this particular, and in this 
particular alone, the local authorities 
should be dragged in, and be permitted 
to give a veto on any other than one 
pagticular form of experiment among the 
many forms of experiment which were 
open to the magistrates to try. For these 
reasons he hoped the Committee would 
agree with the Government in refusing to 
accept this limitation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought it was 
unfortunate that the right hon. Gentle- 
man could not meet the invitation of the 
right hon. Member for Berwick, and leave 
the whole matter in the hands of the local 
authorities. He considered local authori- 
ties should have greater powers in this 
matter than they had at present. The 
door, of course, was closed so far as existing 
licences were concerned, but they ought 
to have a locus standi whenever applica- 
tion was made for a new licence. At 
present the local authority had no right 
to appear before the magistrates, or 
instruct counsel to place the case for the 
locality officially before the Court of 
quarter sessions. It had been decided 
by the House of Lords that if a watch 
committee employed counsel for the pur- 
pose of presenting its views on a licensing 
question, the money so spent should be 
disallowed. He would suggest that where 
a new licence was applied for, notice 
should be given to the local authority 
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of the district, and that the authority 
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ing magistrates and quarter sessions. It 
would be practically useless in London, 
for instance, to advertise these notices 
in the local newspapers, because they had 
a very poor circulation, and probably not 
one-tenth of the population ever saw 
them. The notice should be sent to the 
authority, and appear on the agenda 
paper of their meetings and be considered. 
He agreed that drinking did not depend 
on the pressure of the publican so much 
as it did on a man’s sense of honour. 
A man who had nowhere else to spend 
the evening, and who had any sense 
of honour, felt that he could not sit in a 
public-house all the evening for 2d. 
That was the sort of pressure that existed? 
He felt he was not welcome if he did not 
spend, and therefore he continued to 
drink and spend his money. A man 
ought to be able to feel that he was just 
as welcome if he did not spend his money 
as if he did. A man was not scowled at 
in his club if he did not spend his money, 
and that was one of the elements of these 
great trusts. This question of licensing 
would never be settled except by means of 
experiment, and he thought they should 
not only be allowed to experiment, but 
encouraged to do so. But what was a 
good experiment in one district might 
be a bad experiment for another. He 
knew districts in Wales where prohibition 
was a success, but there were others 
where, if prohibition were tried, a whole- 
sale defiance of the law would follow. 
The local authority would be much more 
likely to experiment, and therefore he 
would ask the Prime Minister to consider 
whether some means could not be devised 
which would give greater elasticity with 
regard to new licences. Not much harm 
would, at any rate, be done if the local 
authority were brought in, and it would 
test how they would set to work. In 
some districts it would be quite possible 
that the whole system of licensing would 
be recast, but that could only be done 
by trusting local opinion. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
thought the Committee, at all events, 
were entitled to ask that the Amendment 
should be sufficiently clearly worded 
to ensure that the pew licensed houses 
should be so managed that extra profits 
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It was 
only human nature that the brewers 
and distillers should endeavour to sell 
as much liquor as they possibly could, 
because it was their living. That was 
the resulc of the present system. It aiso 
had the effect of increasing the sale of 
inferior and doctored liquor, which 
ruined people’s health and increased the 
craving for drink, a result from which 
the poor were the chief sufferers, because 
this inferior liquor was sold at a low price. 
The huge mistake that had been made 
in the past afforded a strong reason why 
every care should be taken against any 
such mistake in the future. As a loyal 
supporter he appealed to the Govern- 
ment to make it, as far as possible, certain 
that under all future licences it should 
not be in the interests of either owners 
or managers of licensed premises to in- 
crease the sale of beer or spirits. He 
hoped the Liberal Party, when they 
returned to power with serried ranks 
and gigantic battalions, would find a 
way of dealing with grocers’ licences, 
which it was generally admitted had had 
the effect of teaching the women of 
England to drink. 


Sir ROBERT REID said the Com- 
mittee were now engaged in remodelling 
the licensing system so far as new 
licences were concerned, and that in itself 
was a matter of extreme importance. The 
Amendment proposed that in one direc- 
clon the local authority should have power 
to require a particular experiment to be 
tried. That experiment was not muni- 
cipalisation, but disinterested manage- 
ment, and under it a man would be able 
to enter a licensed house as a place of 
recreation, without feeling that he was 
obliged to spend more than he could 
afford. There was nothing in the idea 
of providing counter- attractions that 
ought to excite derision. The harder 
the life of the people, the more need was 
there for amusement and diversion, and 
the provision of that relaxation without 
the necessity to drink was an object 
of which every sensible man must thor- 
oughly approve. Existing organisations 
for this purpose had done much good 
already, and with the experience they had 
secured they would doubtless do better 
in the future. The objection of the Prime 
Minister was not so much to the principle 
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as to the empowering of the local author- | conceivable that any private ndividua 
i.y to require the experiment to be tried, | for a commercial speculation would accept 
but the manner in which the right hon.| such a proposition. It might happen, 
Gentleman urged his objection rather | however, that an association carried on 
gave the idea that he was not altogether | on non-dividend-earning lines might fail, 
beyond persuasion or pressure. The | and then the trust would come to an end, 
‘suggestions of the hon. Member for the | and the private individual would have to 
Carnarvon Boroughs, that the local! be set up again. The right hon. Baronet 
authority should be given a /ovus standi | asked the Committee to go a step further, 
in the matter, would not do all that was | and empower the local authority to say 
required; but his further proposal that | that only to such a trust as was willing to 
the relations between the local authority | agree to pay over the profits for public 
and the licensing authority should be | purposes would they grant new licences. 
considered was well worth attention. | That was an absolutely impracticable and 
He would join his hon. friend in urging} impossible proposition. It might, in 
the Government to see whether something | practice, amount to local option. In a 
could rot be done to give the local author- | new neighbourhood it was only as a 
ity some potent voice—a consultative matter of speculation that a hotel would 
voice, if nothing more—in the granting| be built. A trust was hardly likely to 
of new licences. The field was absolutely | enter into such a speculation, so that 
open. Personally, he would like to/the local authority would practically be 
supersede the justices by a complete | empowered to say that no such hotel 
scheme of local option. There was no | or refreshment room should be built. The 
chance of that, however, at present, but | same argument would apply to railway 
was it not possible to harmonise nn eg rooms, which were frequently 
opinion with the authority and power | carried on not for profit, but simply for 
of the licensing justices? The question | the convenience of passengers. The right 
could not be properly discussed on the | hon. Baronet would probably admit that 
present occasion, but he hoped that before | in Teality he was trying to introduce the 
the Report stage the Government would thin end of the wedge of local option—a 
consider whether they could do anything | principle to which the Unionist Party 
to assist in that direction. had never in any way lent its support. 
'To introduce that principle to the 
extent suggested in this Amendment 
would be a very serious matter. It might 
be a good or bad thing, but it could not 
be introduced into a Bill of this kind with- 
out having far-reaching consequences. 
A proposal had been made by the hon. 
and learned Member for Carnarvon to 
give the local authority a locus standi, 
but that was really the same principle as 
local option. In the case of an application 
for a new licence any member of the public 
might come in and object, or any member 
of the council. He regarded this Amend- 
ment as the thin end of the wedge for 
local option, and it would have more 
far-reaching consequences than it ap- 
peared at first sight to indicate. 








Sir EDWARD CARSON said that one 
would imagine, from the discussion, that 
no regard had been had in the drafting 
of this clause for the interests of the ex- 
periment to which reference had been 
made. As the Prime Minister had stated, 
that experiment was a most valuable 
one, though whether it would eventually 
suceeed was another matter. But the 
Committee must not be under the im- 
pression that the Government were not 
fostering that experiment. Under the 
proposal of the Home Secretary, power 
was to be given to the justices to attach 
“such conditions as they think best 
adapted for preventing any private per- 
son from obtaining any benefit for any 
monopoly value of the licence.” That 
meant that the justices could attach} Mr ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said the 
such conditions as they pleased as to any | Solicitor-General had presented them 
proportion of profits being handed over | with a new form of the simile of the thin 
for public purposes. There was to be no| end of the wedge, but the right hon. 
private gain in the matter. That pro-| Gentleman could not have had in his 
vision would to a large extent help the} mind at the time the legislation of his 
trust experiment, because it was hardly | own Government in regard to Scotland. 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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What did the Government do in regard 
to Scotland ? They actually gave direct 
representation to the local authority, 
and last year that principle was actually 
carried into effect in regard to Scotland. 
The Solicitor-General had asked what 
about hotels and railway stations? If 
the Government would accept the Amend- 
ment in substance and in spirit there 
would be no difficulty in moulding it into 
a form which would prevent any such 
cases of special hardships as those he had 
mentioned. The Solicitor-General asked 
what would happen supposing there 
were no trusts in the district prepared to 
undertake the matter? He did not think 
that was a very probable case, and a 
local authority under those circumstances 
would not pass any such resolution. Ii 
they did pass such a resolution it would 
be a clear indication of their view, in 
which one would imagine they were 
supported by the opinion of the locality, 
that it would be better not to have 
any public-houses at all rather than 
have them carried on merely for 
private profit under demoralising con- 
ditions. He doubted whether they would 
find any local authority, if there were no 
trusts, which would consider that it was 
fulfilling its obligations under this pro- 
viso by taking such a step. Let them 
clearly understand whether it was the 
opinion of the Government that this 
particular proposal should not be ac- 
cepted here in England, and that local 
authorities as such should have no voice 
of any sort or kind and no power of re- 
monstrance in its official capacity in 
regard to this great question. It had 
been determined in the House of Lords 
that local authorities could not lawfully 
expend the borough funds upon licensing 
appeals and that was a monstrous state 
of the law. He did not think there 
was any duty which could more pro- 
perly be cast upon local authorities, and 
in the performances of which they could 
more rightly and justly resort to the 
rates, than that of expressing before the 
licensing justices what the general opinion 
of their district was in regard to public- 
house accommodation. 
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*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said he thought it was agreed on both 
sides of the House that the authority 
dealing with licensing questions should be 
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the justices. He never cou’d see why a 
distinction should be drawn between the 
justices acting in one place and the same 
justices acting in another place. This 
Amendment would prevent the justices 
from granting a new licence if the local 
authority said the licence must only be 
granted on the trust principle, because 
then the licensing justices were not to be 
allowed to grant that licence upon any 
other principle. That seemed to him 
to be interfering with the discretion of 
the magistrates which he wished to main- 
tain. He would remind hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that the feeling upon this matter 
of licensing was not always on one side. 
From experience in his own county 
he could state that local opinion in favour 
of licensing was much stronger than 
local opinion on the other side, as ex- 
pressed at the petty sessions and quarter 
sessions. He had often had great 
difficulty in persuading his colleagues to 
take the views he held against the granting 
of new licences because public opinion as 
expressed in Court was often on the 
side of licensed houses. The other day 
he was sitting as chairman of a licens- 
ing committee, and they had an ap- 
plication from a town in Kent to be 
made what was known as “a populous 
place,” which allowed more time for 
drinking in the evening. Not without 
difficulty it was shown that there was 
another side to the question and the 
licensing committee took the bold line, 
and, in the face of all the local 
opinion, which seemed to preponderate 
on the other side, they determined to 
deny this boon. He mentioned that 
to show that local opinion was not always 
on the temperance side. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had given instances where local 
opinion had been expressed unfavourable 
to the temperance cause, but he did not 
think that argument would apply to the 
local authority. They could always 
get influential persons to give their 
individual opinion in one direction or 
the other, but if they trusted the local 
authority, which had the responsibility 
of acting not merely for themselves but 
for those they represented, it would in 
ninety-nine cases out of every hundre 1 


|express the real wishes of the locality. 
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The Solicitor-General had directed his 
-riticism chiefly to the particular form 
cf the Amendment, but his right hon. 
friend had stated his willingness to 
‘mplify his Amendment in any way which 
would induce the Government to support 
it. The valuable part of the Amendment 
was the suggestion that they should bring 
into play in dealing with new licences 
the intervention of the local authority. 
It was quite true that, theoretically, any 
one had power to appear before the 
licensing justices, but all those who had 
had experience of licensing justices knew 
that the representations made either 
by petition, through the chairman of a 
public meeting, or by means of a com- 
mittee, were really not allowed to have 
the influence they deserved before the local 
jastices. In days gone by it was decided 
in many cases not to permit petitions 
to be presented, and they were simply 
placed upon the table. He wished to 
remind the Prime Minister that this was 
the only part of the Bill in which this 
proposal could properly be made. Here 
they were dealing with licences that 
might be granted in the future, and 
they said that the local authority should 
have some locus standi in the determina- 
tion of the questions which arose. The 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to give 
very full power in the case of public- 
house trusts, but something might be 
done to introduce the local bodies. His 
hon. and learned friend had suggested 
that they should have some locus standi 
before the justices, and it was, he under- 
stood, his intention to move an Amend- 
ment dealing with that matter. It 
would not be denied by anybody on the 
other side of the House that it would 
come well within the proper power of a 
local authority, at any rate, to make 
some representation in regard to this 
matter. The local authority were en- 
trusted with the care of the health of 
the people, and they had to police the 
district, and surely it was not too much 
to ask that they should have the right 
to make representations to the jus- 
tices, and that they should be placed 
in such a position that the justices would 
not be able to brush them on one side 
entirely in connection with any represen- 
tations they might make. The Solicitor- 
General had stated that notice of an ample 
kind had to be made to many people 


Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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|could be made. He thought it would 
| be well now to determine that notice 
‘should be given to the local authority. 
If that were done the public authority 
would deal with the matter and determine 
to do something with regard to it. He 
would make it the duty of the local 
authority to consider a proposed applica- 
tion for a new licence, to determine one 
way or other with regard to it, and to 
make a representation of their views to 


the justices. If Parliament declared 
‘that the local authorities themselves 
should consider these very  impor- 


tant questions, and make representations 
regarding them, the justices would feel 
for the first time the real force which 
ought to attach to the opinions of the 
representatives of the people. He 
entirely approved of the new Clause 4 
so far as it went, but he hoped something 
would be put in to enable local authorities 
to make representations to the justices. 


Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) 
said it was very desirable that the local 
authority should have power to advise in 
this matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxford University said he 
agreed with the speeches on both sides. He 
found himself in the unhappy position of 
disagreeing with both parts of the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Hedisagreed 
with the view that the local authority 
should not have any power of interven- 
tion, and he disagreed also with the very 
sanguine hope formed as to the experiment 
which the trusts were carrying out. Mr 
Charles Booth, no mean experimenter, 
had experimented with five houses, and 
his report was to the effect that the idea 
that a manager could decrease the 
alcoholic trade was disproved. A friend 
withwhom he had a conversation informed 
him that he had been told by one of the 
trust managers lately, “If I offer my 
customers tea and coffee they are fit to 
kill me.’ If{they had a publican carrying 
on his business for his own private profit 
with all the interest he used to have at 
stake, under a bench of magistrates, active 
and vigilant in their supervision over him, 
they got as efficient a means of carrying 
on the business as they were likely to have 
through a manager. A good deal had been 
said as to the elimination of the element of 
private profit, but people did not work for 
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profit alone. They worked for success 
and they became as enthusiastic about 
success as about profit. He knew of two 
prohibition areas in the neighbourhood 
o London where the population entirely 
appreciated the prohibition. Whenever 
it was proposed to open a public-house 
on the borders of these areas the people 
were prepared with practical unanimity 
to sign petitions against it. He had 
received letter after letter from a public- 
house trust, urging him to have a trust 
public-house in one of these areas. He 
muintained that their desire to have a 
public-house in one of these areas where 
there was no liquor sold at present, and 
where the people did not want liquor to 
be sold, did not arise from love of temper- 
ance, Which might have been the original 
cause of forming the trust, but to that love 
of success which took hold of a man 
whenever he engaged in a business enter- 
prise. He had intervened in the debate 
to express his strong feeling that the hope 
attached to this kind of work was very 
apt to be disappointed. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said he was very 
strongly in favour of power being given to 
local authorities to make representations 
to the justices. He had not seen his way 
to support the Amendment of his right 
hon. friend. He was not in favour of 
entrusting the licensing system to the 
local representative authorities, because 
he did not want to see this liquor business 
introduced into municipal elections. He 
thought the influences of the liquor 
trafic in municipal elections would be all 
to the bad. He could imagine the 
dining, and otherwise influencing, to 
which the members of local authorities 
would be subjected. He would like to 
see some means devised whereby they 
would get the opinion of the public direct. 
He did see a good deal of advantage, in 
suitable localities. of eliminating the 
mutter of private interests in the sale of 
liquor. The Prime Minister had sug- 
gested that there was practically nothing 
in the contention that the publican pushed 
the sale of drink. Ifthe right hon. Gentle- 
man would study the tied house system 
of the country, he would find how great 
was the number of publicans who were 
turned out because they had not pressed 
the sale of liquor and had not sold enough. 
If it were not to induce people to go in 
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and buy liquor, why had licence-holders 
spent so much money to make their 
If the element of 
private profit could be got rid of a great 
deal would be done to shorten hours as 
had been done in Norway. Much had 
been accomplished in the way of provid- 
ing parks and playgrounds for the out- 
door enjoyment of the people. But they 
were apt to forget that a majority of 
working people could only enjoy these 
places for a short time. H»* suggested 
that there should be provided “ indoor 
parks,” in the shape of free clubs and 
places of recreation, altogether discon- 
nected with places of worship or instruc- 
tion, and conducted with the utmost 
freedom, and quite clear of liquor. It 
was the social instinet which brought 
men together in the public-houses, and 
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‘if such clubs as he had suggested were 


established much could be done to meet 
the great evil of drinking clubs which 
were springing up up and down the 
country. To close public-houses and yet 
allow drinking clubs to spring up would 
be to make very little headway indeed. 
The only way to grapple with the drink- 
ing club was to provide counter-attrac- 
tions under the management of local 
authorities He was very much attracted 
by the idea of getting the money to pro- 
vide these counter-attractions from the 
liquor trade 

His objection to the trusts associ- 
ated with the name of Lord Grey 
was, first of all, that they brought very 


‘definite and potent pressure to bear in 


applications for new licences, thereby in- 
creasing the number of licences, They 
brought pressure of a potent kind to bear, 
because those connected with the trusts 
were all influential noblemen and gentle- 
men in their localities. These noblemen 
and gentlemen waited upon the bench of 
magistrates and urged that licences 
should be granted. In that way they 
could bring a pressure to bear which no 
private individual could do. Their con- 
tention was that all they asked for was 
that if the justices were prepared to 
grant a licence, the licence should be 
granted to them. But in practice they 
were pressing for licences in districts 
where there were already numerous 
licences ; and consequently they were 
a very potent influence aiming at the 
increase of public-houses. His second 
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objection was that the money was to 
be used for local purposes. That was 
a species of bribery to the local justices 
to grant a licence. If the profits were 
to be used to endow an hospital, a new 
library, or a riurse, it would be a very | 
great inducement to grant an additional | 
licence which would not otherwise be | 
granted. The right hon. Baronet sug- 
gested that the gifts should be distri- 
buted over a wide area ; 
nothing of that in the Amendment. 

The Solicitor General had referred 
to the complications which might ensue. 
He agreed that the many difficulties 
surrounding this proposal of the right hon. 
Baronet were too extensive to be dis- 
cussed on this Amendment. One point 
of importance not mentioned in the 
Amendment of the right hon. 
or in the amended clause the Government 
had put on the Paper, was the rate of 
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interest that was to be allowed to these | 
He could see that | 


public-house trusts. 

5 per cent. investment might become 
very attractive indeed, especially if 
there was a tinge of philanthropy con- 
nected with it; 


working in the direction of temperance 
reform. He was quite in favour of 
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Baronet, | 


and that the investor | 
persuaded himself that he was thereby | 
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{| Sm EDWARD GREY said he had 


moved his Amendment in the hope that 
the Government might see their way 
| to accept it. It had been drafted on a 
| limited scale in the anticipation that the 
Government would think it possible 
to admit it into the rather close meshes 
they had drawn round their Bill. But 
as the Government would not accept 
the small experiment which he had sug- 
gested he would not press his Amendment 
|to a division. However, he felt very 
strongly that the local representatives 
were not to have any say at all in the 
granting of licences. The Solicitor- 
General said that this was the thin end 
of the wedge of local option. Well, in 
a sense it was, if local option was used 
in a wide sense, and not in that of local 
veto. He did not know why the thin 
end of the wedge,should not be inserted 
here as well as in the Transvaal, which 
was not a highly democratic community. 
He had no desire to press this particular 
Amendment toa division ; but he thought 
the sense of the House ought to be taken 
/on the question of whether the repre- 
sentative authority was to have any say 
or any interest whatever in the direction 
of a trade which was admitted to be one 
of great danger. 


wide-sp ead local experiments ; but they | 


should be made under safeguarded con- | 
He .thought that disinterested | 
management of public-houses would be | 
the | 
had | 


ditions. 


of little value anywhere unless 
company or the local authority 
the control of all the licensed houses 


in the locality. A single house with 
disinterested management would have 


no value whatever. Before they could em- 
bark on the principle of disinterested man- 
agement they ought to have a very well 


thought-out scheme ; and such a scheme | 


could not be introduced into this Bill. 
The Amendment did not propose that 
licences should be granted to a muni- 
cipality, and he was glad to note that, | 
because he believed it would be fatal. 
To grant licences to a municipality would 
be jumping out of the frying-pan into 
the fire. It was because the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Baronet intro- 
duced in the crudest way the possibility 
of the element of public profit out of the 
sale of liquor that he much regretted 
that he could not see his way to support 
at. 


Mr. Whittaker. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that 
the ideal of the hon. Member for Spen 
Valley was a land in which there should 
be no public-houses. His ideal was a land 
where there were enough public-houses, 
The question before the Committee was 
whether they were to have public-houses 
managed by trusts from philanthropic 
motives. He thought the Prime Minister 
rather under-estimated the power of the 
managers of tied houses in pushing the 


sale of drink. The tied house system 
had enormously increased during the 


last twenty years. In the old days 
publican had a sort of pride in his busi- 
It was a kind of a social institu- 


ness. 
tion; not a mere money-making estab- 
lishment. Under the new system there 


| 

| 

| 

| wasa decrease of the places in the public- 
| houses where a man could sit down and 
| quietly enjoy his evening. He thought 
if the Prime Minister, who did not seem 
| to travel abroad much, were to go over 
| to the Continent, he might see, for in- 
fresean in France, what an ideal public- 


house was. There a man could sit all 
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the evening, and write his letters, and 
have his glass of beer, or cup of coffee, 
and feel comfortable. But that could 
not be done in a tied house. His own 
opinion was that the local authority 
should have, in questions of granting 
newlicences,not an authoritative position, 
but a consultative position. From a 
practical business point of view. he 
thought that a new licence should be sold 
bv auction. In that way a very large 
sum of money would be obtained for 
public purposes. There ought to be 
some elasticity for experiments in a new 
system of licensing; but no bench of 
licensing magistrates would sanction these 
experiments unless they had the strength- 
ening advice of the local authorities. 
Therefore, the local authority ought to 
be able to express the feeling of the com- 
munity as a whole in regard to new 
licences. The Prime Minister said that 
any one could appeal to the licensing 
magistrates, but he could only do so 
individually and not as one speaking 
for the community. He urged on the 
Prime Minister to allow the local authority 


to have a consultative voice in the 
granting of a new licence. 
Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 


Burghs) said that a great deal had been 
urged that afternoon as to the advantage 
of experiments being made on a new 
licensing system on right lines. He 
thought that the Amendment of his right 
hon. friend would fairly ensure that 
experiments might be made on trust lines, 
but it did not leave the way open to 
the adoption of a high licence system. 
It was said that under the Government 
scheme high licences would be possible. 
But, although high licences might, to a 
certain extent, destroy the monopoly, 
they would not promote temperance, 
because the man who had to pay a high 
licence would press the sale of liquor 
even more than a man who only had to 
pay a low licence. He would support the 
Amendment, not in the interests of the 
trusts, but because he did not believe that 
the Government scheme was on the right 
lines. His hon. friend had referred to 
trusts ; but there was one variety of 
trust which had not been mentioned. 
That was the village trust started by 
miners in villages in Scotland, and run by 
them under extraordinarily difficult cir- 
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‘cumstances but with great financial 
success. He admitted that that was rather 
a dangerous form of trust, especially where 
a village was deriving a large income 
from the public-house. It would be far 
better if the Government recognised the 
trust system, and provided that the profits 
should be spread over a large area and 
not concentrated in one hard-drinking 
village. It was time that the whole 
system should be put on a better thought- 
out basis than that on which it now rested. 
These drinking clubs were extending from 
Scotland to the North of England, and 
they were on the highway to similar 
village trusts there to those which existed 
in Scotland. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire) said he wished to support the 
Amendment. The principle of legisla- 
tion in this country for years had been in 
the direction of decentralisation. The 
Bill, however, laid an axe to the root of 
local control and removed any power 
from the man on the spot, transferring 
it to a distant body whose local know- 
ledge was of necessity extremely im- 
perfect. The Home Secretary stated 
that quarter sessions would be an impar- 
tial tribunal. He had, attended quarter 
sessions for thirty years, and during re- 
cent years he had had the honour of 
presiding over the Court; but, although 
he had the greatest respect for quarter 
sessions, he could not subscribe to the 
sweeping statement of the Home Secretary. 
Why go through the farce of asking the 
local justices to act at all? Why not 
make quarter sessions the sole authority ? 
A more wanton insult to the local 
justices could not be imagined ; and the 
public would be quite ready to lay hold 
of it. 


Sir EDWARD GREY asked leave to 


withdrawn his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved an 
Amendment providing that no new 


licence should be granted until at least 
three weeks notice of the hearing of the 
application had been given to the local 
authority in the area in which the public- 
hous? was situated, and the justices had 
considered all representations made to 
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them by the local authority either in 
writing or at the hearing of the applica- 
tion. His object was to give a locus 
standt to the local authority, to allow it 
to make a full 1eport as to the circum- 
stances of the case, and to make 
suggestions to the justices so as to assist 
them in coming to a conclusion with 
reference to the terms on which they 
should grant a_ licence. The _ lecal 
authority was responsible for law and 
order and for the expense which new 
licences would throw upon the district, 
and surely they should be able to appear 
before the licensing bench and express 
their views freely. The Solicitor-General 
suggested that this would bean appreach 


to lecal option; but it required a 
very keen Celtic imagination irdeed 
to evolve lecal option out cf the 


Amendment. The local authority would 
probably reier the matter toa committee, 
which would consider all the local cir- 
cumstances, and then decide as to 
whether a licence should be opposed or 
supported, and on what conditions it 
should be granted. He thought that 
quarter sessions would be rather pleased 
to have the assistance of the local 
authority. He could not see what 
possible objection there could be to the 
proposal. The late Archbishop Temple 
favoured it; and it was the opinion of 
every moderate-minded man that the 
local authorities should have the power 
to appear and express an opinion through 
counsel as to the granting of new licences. 
The Home Secretary proposed that any 
money obtained from new licences should 
go to the local taxation account; but 
surely, the authority which had the 
expenditure of that money ought to be 
able to suggest to the licensing bench 
the payment which ought to ke made. 
He hoped the Prime Minister would see 
his way to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

*‘In page 3, line 13, after the words last 
omitted, to insert the words, * provided that no 
new licence shall be granted until at least three 
weeks notice shall have been first given to the 
local authority for the which the 
premises are situate, and the justices have con- 
sidered all representations made by such local 
authority, either in writing or at the hearing of 
the application, in respect of such application.’ ” 
—Mr. Lloyd- George. 

Mr Lloyd-George. 


area in 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member desired that the local authority 
should have some means of saying how 
the money was to be made which they 
were to spend. That was exactly what 
temperance reformers on the other side 
of the House most vehemently objected to. 
Was not the Amendment, moreover, 
unnecessary fron the point of view of the 
hon. Member? He talked as if the local 
authority had now no right to appear 
before the magistrates. The law at 
present was, he understood, and would 
still remain, that ‘“‘in the case o! an 
application for a new licence any member 
of the public may appear before the 
licensing justices and oppose the grant of 
such licence,” ete. A fortiort a person 
so much a member of the public as the 
representative of the local authority 
might do so. 


Mr. ASQUITH: He cannot speid 


money on it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, and there- 
fore he cannot employ counsel; but 
surely in a matter like this that would not 
be the best way of dealing with a purely 
administrative point. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The applicant 
employs counsel invariably, and so does 
anyone who opposes. Surely the local 
authority ought to have counsel. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
would have thought otherwise. The 
local authority must know what was 


coing on and have full cognisance of 


the fact that a new licence was to 
be granted. Thev could make any 


proposals they hked to the magistrates. 
Whilst they would not gain anything by 
the Amendment, he thought a great deal 
would be lost. He did not think the 
general management of public affairs 
would be greatly improved by throwing 
this additional controversial subject upon 
their shoulders. The Amendment would 
do nothing which might not be done now, 
but it would be making a suggestion, 
which he would regret to see in an Act of 
Parliament, that part of the normal 


duties of a local authority should be to 












i ek i a 


—PYvwe Se YS oes Ce 


Ww e~ Fee 














b 


1401 


canvass the kind of advice they should 
give to the magistrates in the case of a 
new licence, not only as to the necessity 
of it, but as to the terms on which it should 
be granted. It would be better to leave the 
law as it was, allowing full liberty to all 
local authorities to say what they had to 
say to the magistrates responsible for 
granting new licences. 
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Mr. ASQUITH sa‘d he was much in- 
terested as to the little red volume from 
which the Prime Minister had quoted the 
law. The local authority had not now 
the power which the Amendment pro- 
posed to give them. If the local authority 
had, as the Prime Minister himself 
assumed, an interest as to the granting or 
withholding of a licence, surely they ought 
to be in a position to employ counsel and 
meet the other side upon equal terms. 
Unfortunately the House of Lords had 
been induced to correct the impression 
which formerly prevailed that local 
authorities were entitled to spend a 
modest sum out of the rates for the 
purpose of making their views known, 
and local authorities were now unable to 
voice the views of their constituents in 
that matter. He thought the Govern- 
ment might make a concession of that 
kind without in any way interfering with 
the general principles of their scheme. 


Mr. HENDERSON (Durham, Barnard 
Castle) said he wished to appeal to the 
Government to accept the Amendment in 
the interests of the children of the country. 
Recent legislation in connection with 
education had put new responsibilities 
on the local authorities. The old school 
boards could only protest against the 
granting of new licences; but they had 
no power to spend money or to employ 
counsel. In the interests of the child life 
of the country it was necessary that the 
Amendment should be accepted. 


Mr. WHITTAKER pointed out that 
the municipal corporations had a 
position in this matter somewhat differ- 
ent from anything which would accrue 
if they were made the licensing authority. 
Municipal corporations, through their 
watch committees, had control of the 
police, than whom nobody knew more as 
to the necessity or desirability of the 
granting or the renewal of licences; but 
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the local authority had no power to 
engage legal assistance in pursuing to the 
Court of Appeal the opinions of: their 
watch committees. He submitted that 
the watch committee, inasmuch as they 
had control of the police, ought to have 
power through the local authovity to 
employ at the public cost legal assistance 
in order that the opinion of the police 
might be adequately express:d befo e 
the licensing authority. The Amendment 
was a very modest on, and he hoped 
the Government would accept it. 
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Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) supported the appeal of the hon. 
Member for the Barnard Castle Division. 
A constant ground of objection to pro- 
posed sites for elementary schools was 
the existence of a public-house in the 
neighbourhood which would interfere 
either with the school itself or with the 
children attending the school. That 
power of objection was all very well with 
regard to existing public-houses, but 
there was nothing to prevent a nev 
public-house being placed in a positior 
disadvantageous to an elementary school. 
He submitted that it was only right that 
a local authority, which was chargod with 
the duty of superintending public 
education, should have a voice befove 
the magistrates in order to warn them of 
the evils which, from the point of view of 
the school, might result from the grant 
or the renewal of a licence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the case 
just brought forward was not one whic) 
required to be supported by co.nsel or 
solicitors. He was quite willing to rat» 
as highly as the right hon. Gentlema. 
opposite the sk Il of the profession cf 
which he was so great an ornament, but 
it was surely enough that the members 
of the local authority, or the chairman 
or. their behalf, should tell the magistrates 
that if a new public-house was required 
it must not be put down close to an 
elementary school. Such a case appealed 
to everybody, and he could not see what 
would be gained by the local authority 
being empowered to pay for such pre- 
sentation to be made to the licensing 
magistrates. He hardly thought that 
such a change in the existing law was 
at all required to carry out the object 





hon. Members had in view. 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) 
said the Prime Minister had treated this 
Amendment merely as a proposal for 
eiabling the local authorities to employ 
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counsel, but such a view was based upon | 


a complete misconception of the position 
occupied by the local authorities on these 
matters, and the practical steps which had 
been taken to give effect to their views. 
In the Tynemouth case, to which refer- 
eice had been made, the justices had 
dep.ived six or seven houses of their 
licences, and the corporation decided to 
use public funds for the purpose of sus- 
taining the action of the magistrates on 
appeal. That decision involved the 
employment of counsel, the collection of 
evidence, the engagement of a solicitor, 
and the payment of the costs of securing 
the attendance of witnesses; and while 
the crown of the structure might have 
been the counsel who ultimately adorned 
it, the earlier steps, which were infinitely 
more impoitant, were all necessary in 
order to enable the local authority to 
make its opinion felt before the quarter 
sessions. ‘lhe situation at present was 
that local authorities could not spend a 
single sixpence out of the rates for the 
purpose of conveying to the committee 
of quarter sess.ons their opinion upon 
matters of enormous importance to them- 
selves. A phrase in the Amendment of 
the Home Secretary placed the matter 
on an entirely new basis, because the 
justices were to consider, amongst other 
things, ‘‘the interests of the public.” 
How were they to know what were the 
interests of the public in connection with 
a matter with reference to which they had 
not necessarily any local knowledge what- 
ever? They were being called upon to 
discharge an important function without 
having the means of ascertaining the 
facts. They would have a highly par- 
tisan aspect of the case presented by the 
applicant, but the other side would be 
left to the uninstructed zeal of piivate 
individuals who were opposed to the 
licence. It was tiue that members of 
the local authority might appear as in- 
dividuals, but there was no voice of the 
autho.ity as such, and no official repre- 
sentation was conveyed to the licensing 
committee to guide them in their de- 
csion. The Amendment involved no 
infringement of the principle of the Bill; 
it simply freed local autho:ities from the 
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| fetters placed upon their action by the 
‘decision of the House of Lords in the 
| Tynemouth case—a decision which on 
| public grounds could not be sustained— 
and he hoped the Government would 


| grant the concession asked for. 


Mr. PEMBERTON (Sunderland) joined 
in the appeal to the Government to accept 
the Amendment, which was certainly not 
against the principle of the Bill. It was 
not the case that the expression of public 
opinion of the district was always before 
the licensing authority when the question 
of the granting or the renewal of licences 
was considered. An individual might 
come before the licensing committee, but 
he came only as an individual, and 
naturally his views had not the same 
force as if he came as a representative 
of the local authority. One had only to 
think of the position before a Committee 
upstairs. When an individual appeared 
as the chairman of a public body he 
carried much more weight than the man 
who, although the chairman of a public 
body, appeared simply as an individual. 
The same argument really applied to the 
case they were now considering, and he 
therefore hoped that the Government 
would favourably consider the Amend- 
ment. As an attempt to meet those 
Members of the Party who did not see 
eye to eye with their leaders on the Bill 
the acceptance of the Amendment would 
be welcomed. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said that on the question of 
expense he might remind the Committee 
that two years ago they enabled the 
“‘eeansing justices to defend their decisions 
on appeal at the cost of the rates. That 
made it no longer necessary for the local 
authority to duplicate that operation 

| practically out of the same pockets. As 
to the contention that this Amendment 
was necessary in order to get the opinion 
of the police authority in boroughs, he 
knew a case where, whether legally or 
otherwise, the licensing justices, in their 
capacity as conservators of the peace, 
called upon the chief constable to supply 
all the necessary information as to the 
police aspects of the case. Realiy, as a 
matter of practice, with all respect to 
the hon. Member for Sunderland, could 


| any man in his senses dream that it was 
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necessary for a local authority to employ | 

counsel in order to convey to the justices | 

the simple fact that the resolution against | 
the granting of a licence had been passed | 
by the local authority? When they had | 
conveyed that resolution what was there | 
more ? 


| 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 
said this looked like an attempt to quarter | 
the lawyers on the rates. They had already | 
got the school Loard rate, the poor rate, | 
and the police rate, and under this 
Amendment there would be a lawyet’s 
rate. In his opinion there was no need | 
whatever for the employment of any | 
lawyer in so simple a matter as this. | 
He must protest against this attempt to | 
set up a tyranny of lawyers in every | 
matter in which the public interest was | 
concerned. Quarter sessions would be | 
able to deal with all the representations | 
made before them in the public interest 
even if they were not placed before them 
by a lawyer. He hoped the Solicitor- | 
General was not going to join with his | 
associates in making this further demand | 
upon the rates. He trusted that this 
Amendment would be dismissed with the 
contempt which it deserved. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY said he trusted, 
on the other hand, that the Amendment | 
would be received with the respect it 
deserved. He hoped the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn would welcome his inter- 
vention, for whatever other faults or 
qualities he might have. he was not a 
lawyer. It was the Prime Minister who | 
had stumbled upon the legal point. 
The right hon. Gentleman had taken up 
a red book written, he believed, by a 
lawyer, and had been misled by that | 
book apparently. The Prime Minister 
used two arguments against the Amend- 
ment. The first was that local authori- | 
ties could already do under the law what 
it had been clearly proved they could not | 
do. That argument therefore fell to the | 
ground. The other argument was that, 
even if they could, it was undesirable that 
they should busy themselves with this 
very contentious matter of licensing. He 
thought that local authorities could not be 
kept tree from contentious matters of this 
kind. Very often, indeed, the more con- 
tentious the matter the more necessary it 
was that they should be introduced into it. 
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| village or ward. 


/contained the logical 
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| It would have been more useful if, instead 
|of the red book, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had had in his hand the Liquor 


Licensing Ordinance applied to the 
Transvaal. There the right hon. Gentle- 


man would find that upon this question 


| of the sale of liquor by retail, control was 
/given by a vote of the majority of the 


voters, or, in their absence, to a majority 
of the white male population over twenty- 
one years of age, residing within the 
When they heard of the 
thin end of the wedge for local option 
being introduced by this Amendment 
surely that argument was a little late in 
the day, more especially after the Govern- 
ment had gone so far in regard to a 
community in the Transvaal, in a back- 
ward state as regarded representative 
institutions. He thought the Prime 
Minister ought to feel that he owed the 
Opposition a concession. The right hon. 


| Gentleman charged them with inconsis- 
| tency because he had been bombarded 


with representations not to interfere with 
the discretion of the justices. Now that 
he had fettered the discretion of the 


| justices he thought the right hon. Gentle- 


man might give them some compensation 


| by bringing in the popular element to the 


extent of enabling representative bodies 
to advise the justices. The Bill said that 
the licensing authority should consider 
the public interest. Surely those words 
conclusion that a 
representative authority should have the 
right to offer such advice or make such 
representations as they thought fit. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said that in 
this matter of new licences it had been 
said that the public interest could not be 
properly represented unless counsel or 
solicitors were employel by the local 
authority. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said his Amend- 
ment provided that notice should be given 
to the local authority before the hearing of 
applications for new licences, and it pro- 
vided that magistrates must hear the 
representatives of the local authorities. 


Mr. BUTCHER said it had been 
pointed out that every member of the 
local authority was entitled to go before 
quarter sessions with all the authority he 
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possessed as a member of that local 
authority, and th's was not disputed. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: As I under- 
stand the law, they cannot appear 
officially. 


Mr. BUTCHER said they could ap- 
pear as members of the public, and he 
should be very much surprised if their 
authority was diminished at all, because 
they were membe's of a public authority. 
On the contrary, it seems to him that 
their authority would be very much in- 
creased when it was known that they 
were members of the authority. Proceed- 
ing, the hon. Member said he knew no 
reason why the chairman of a local 
authority should not be authorised by 
resolution of his board to appear before 
quaiter sessions and state their views 
authoritatively on his own behalf and on 
behalf of his council; and he should be 
astonished to hear that quarter sessions 
would refuse to hear him. It had been 
argued that this was not sufficient, and 
that it was necessary to appear by coun- 
sel or sol‘citor; but if laymen appearing 
before quarter sessions showed half the 
ability many laymen in that House had 
shown they would do extremely well. If 
there was a general feeling that the local 
authority ought to collect evidence, it 
would be necessary to allow them 
to go to a certain amount of expense. 
In the present state of the law the cost 
of putting quarter sessions in full posses- 
sion of the facts of the case could not be 
got out of the public rates. If there was 
a general feeling in the House that in 
order to collect evidence it was necessary 


that the local authority should go to a, 


certain amount of expense, and if it were 
a fact that at present that expens> could 
not be paid for out of the rates, then he 
hoped that the Government would at a 
later stage of the Bill take this matter 
into consideration. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
an appeal had been made to the Govern- 
ment by the hon. Member for York, 
who was regarded as the author of this 


Bill—— 

Mr. BUTCHER: I do not claim any 
such distinction. 

Mr. YOXALL said he could not help 
thinking that if the Prime Minister were 

Mr. Butcher. 
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Bill. 


present he would, after hearing the views 
of the hon. Member for York, have 
yielded on this particular point. A great 
feature of the debates had been that, when 
the Solicitor-General had exercised his 
great knowledge and ability and was evi- 
dently in a mood to concede something, he 
had been unable to make that concession 
because of the furtive and temporary 
appearances of the Prime Minister. So 
now the Solicitor-General was to be over- 
ridden by the Prime Minister. The 
Amendment generally commended itself 
to the whole Committee. The Govern- 
ment had brought into existence all over 
the country local authorities for educa- 
tion. It was part of the duty of these 
authorities, when any private enterprise 
in the neighbourhood of their schools 
was likely to be injurious to those schools, 
to protest against it, but the chairman 
of the local authority could not go before 
the licensing justices in his official capa- 
city, and make a representation against a 
licence being given to a house near a 
school, which, in the view of the authority, 
would be prejudicial. There was no 
doubt that the local authority should be 
given such power, and he hoped the 
Government would take that view. 
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Srr EDWARD CARSON said he 
did not think he was open to the 
particular charge the hon. Member 
had made against him, _ because 
before the Prime Minister spoke 
he had expressed the opinion that 
this Amendment, as drawn, would 
not enable the local authority to deiray 
costs out of the rates. But the, 
Amendment was intended to serve an 
entiely different purpose. It had been 
pointed out over and over again that 
any member of the public could go before 
the justices. The whole of the local 
authority could appear in a body, wear- 
ing their robes if they had any, and 
express their views before the justices. 
They could pass resolutions and forward 
them to the justices. They could hold 
meetings and publish the resolutions 
passed there, and the justices would 
know them just as well asif the members 
of the local authority appeared in their 
official capacity. This was not a ques- 
tion of the employment or the non- 
employment of counsel. What this 
Amendment sought was to give the local 
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authority a statutory right to interfere at 
the investigation of licensing cases. 
hon. Baronet had said that there was no 
question of interference. But there was 
a question of interference, and he would 
tell the Committee why. What 


would | 


{12 Jury 1904} 


| 
| 
} 


The | that view in an official way. 
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kinds they should not be allowed to state 
This was 
not a question of employing counsel. 
The local authority must judge of the 


| necessity of that in each particular case. 


be the effect if the treatment of a parti- | 


cular case entered into politics at local 
lections ? Could anybody maintain th: 

elections # Could anybody maintain that 
such a proceeding would not conflict 
with the administration of the law by the 


7 


local justices? Everybody must know 


that an Immediate conflict would arise, | 


and that it would become an acute ques- 
tion of politics in the neighbourhood. 
They would go further and say that the 
local justices were not representative of 
the people, not elected by the people, 
and that they were absolutely over- 


riding what had been thoroughly investi- | 
gated before the electors at the election. | 


Whether it would be a good system to 
allow the local authorities to administer 
the clause instead of allowing the justices 
to do so, was a question that might be 
argued, but he hoped the Committee 
would not pass this Amendment with the 
idea that it only involved the collection 
of evidence. The Amendment would set 


| 


up in the licensing districts the power of | 


the local authority as against the power 
of the justices. 


Mr. 
said the Solicitor-General was under a 
misapprehension as to the case made on 
the Opposition side. They weve 
custoimed to sympathetic consideration 
oi Amendments from the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, but on this occasion 
he had departed from that rule. 
understood the Solicitor-General to say, 
Why not go there as individuals? If it 
Was just as powerful for officials to go in 
their individual capacity, why that 


aCc- 


ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) | 


He | 


He noticed that the Bill provided that 
the brewers might be represented by 
counsel at quarter sessions. It should be 
remem ered that at present the licensing 
justices could be represented by counsel 
at quarter sessions ; but as he understood, 
that would not happen under the Bill, 
because it was the licensin; justices’ 
report that was to be considered by 
quarter sessions. He must say that the 
o»position of the Government to this 
Amendment showed once more their 
pre“erence o! the interests of the brewers 
to the interests of the public, so far as this 
Bill was concerned. His hon. friend the 
Member for Carnarvon had referred to 
the old cricketer playing the game, while 
the gate-money went to the brewers. As 
the game was going on the brewers were 
the umpires. because it was for them to 
say whether the Government were to be 
in or out. It was because the umpires 
would not allow them to accept this 
Amendment that the Solicitor-General 
had hardened his heart. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said he did 
not think that the hon. Gentleman who 
had just spoken was justified in adopting 
such a tone. He wished to express his 
rezret that the Government had not seen 
their way to accept, at any rate, the 
principle of the Amendment, which he 
considered to be eminently reasonable. 
There was no question of the local 
authority being brought in to deal with 


/anything in the nature of a_ vested 


strong tirade at the end of his speech ? | 
He submitted that there ought to be | 


authority of some kind given to local 
authorities to go before the justices. It 
had been a complaint for many 
years past that if there was opposition to 
a licence it was left to private individuals, 
and it very often happened that what 
was everyone’s duty was no one’s duty. 
In that way the temperance party had 
had to contend against a powerful trade. 
It was not reasonable that where a local 
authority took a view on a matter of this 





interest; but he could not conceive oi 
anything more proper than that the 
local authority should havea voice in the 
question whether a new interest should 
be created. Indeed he did not understand 
the Government to deny that the local 
authority were, or ought to be. charged 
with certain responsibility in this matter, 
because the hon. and learned Gentleman 
said that any member of the local 
authority might appear beforethe justices. 
If it were true that the local authority 
had or ought to have an interest in these 
matters, it could not be wrong that they 
should have some means for putting for- 
ward the views that they he'd. He could 
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not conceive why, when a new licence 
was proposed to be created, the local 


authority, which was responsible for good | 
order and conduct in the locality, should | 
not have the means of putting their views | 
He | 
could not but think that the Government | 


before the licensing authorities. 


might reconsider the 
Government lost nothing by 
reasonable upon Amendments which were 


question. <A 


not in themselves vital, but which did | 


commend themseives to a very consider- 
able number of Members. 


friend that he might at least say that on 
this matter the Government were pre- 
pared to keep an open mind, even if they 
could not accept this particular Amend- 
ment. 


objections before the licensing authorities. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said he thought it would be 
extremely desirable if the question of 


granting licences was taken out of the | 


hands of the justices and put into the 
hands of some public authority. He 
thought that the brewers themselves 


would be rather in favour of this Amend- | 
ment, because they complained that any | 
teetotaler was able to oppose the renewal | 


or the grant of a licence. Down to 1894 


any person could enforce a right to a | 


public footpath at his own expense, but 


no public authority had the mght to ex- | 
perd public money for that purpose. | 


The power, however, was given in the 
Act of 1894. The result was that if there 
was any question of defending foot- 


paths, it was taken in hand by the) 


{COMMONS} 


being | 


He would | 


suggest to his right hon. and learned | 


It was a very general feeling in | 
the House that local authorities should | 
have the power to put their views or | 
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|be very desirable that the same course 
should be followed in regard to licences. 
He thought that any Amendment which 
tended to take opposition to applications 
for licences out of private hands and put 
it on the public authority should be 
adopted, 


*Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport) said he thought that this was 
an Amendment which the Government 
ought to allow. The local authority 
ought to have some right to appear at 
quarter sessions on the question whether 
these licences were to be granted or not, 

'and it would be far better that they 
should be able to appe2ar in their repre- 
/ sentative capacity. He thought, however, 
that there ought to be some provision to 
protect the views of the minority, in the 
avent of the local authority being against 
a licence by a bare majority. What 
was wanted was some opportunity of 
| showing what was the real feeling of the 
‘local authority on the matter. 


| Mr. LLOYD WHARTON 
/would like to know what the local 
authority was which was referred to in 
‘the Amendment. Was it the parish 
council, or the district council, or the 
county council? He had heard of a 
parish council which consisted of two 
; members. If it was a district council, 
its chairman, who was a county magis- 
| trate, would represent its views; and if 
it was the county council the clerk of the 
peace would represent it. He did not 
see what more was needed or why counsel 
should be employed. 


Question put. 


district council or the county council. | 


and private persons had practically aban- | 
He thought it would ! 


doned their rights. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 178; 
Noes, 262. (Division List No. 223.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Mr. Ritchie. 


Burt, Thomas 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Dunn, Sir William 
Craig,Robert Hunter (Lanark) | Edwards, Frank 
Cremer, William Randal 


Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
| Delany, William 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Gal way) 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
| Duncan, J. Hastings 


| Ellice,Capt. E.C.(SAndrw’sBghs 
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Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Fran. H. (Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert | 
Fenwick, Charles | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
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Hain, Edward 
' Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, RtHn. H.(Somers’t E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst,{Hon, Allen Benjamin 





| Morley, Rt.Hn. John(Montrose 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 
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Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert | 
Lloyd-George, David | 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry | 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M’ Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M’Crae, George 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


| Rea, Russell 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 


| Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


NOES. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3ignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 

Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A(Wore. 

Charrington, Spencer 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 


| Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Soares, Ernest J. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Tomkinson, James 


Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merion th) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh., N.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T( Huddersf‘d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Charles «Morley and = Mr. 
Pemberton. 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert Shepherd( Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon | 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Dougla , Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. " William Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) | 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mancr. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
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Fiteroy, Hn. Edward Algernon | 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, ry Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) | 
Gore, Hon. S.F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Ray mond (Cambs.) | 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Lawrence(Kent,Ashford | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th | 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W.) | 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that at {| Amendment to Sub-section 1, and i 
an earlier period of the afternoon he | stating the reasons for putting down we 
explained the reason for putting down the | new clauses he need only add a few 


| Purvis, 
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| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence, Wn. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 

| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 

| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 

| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

| Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
| Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

| Macdona, John Cumming 

; Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 

| M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W | 
| M‘ Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph | 

| 
| 


| 
| 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 
| Maxwell,RtHn.Sir H.E (Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn. Sir Frederick G. | 
| Milvain, Thomas | 
| Mitchell, William (Burrley) 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| | Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham ( Bath) | 
| Myers, William Henry 
Newde gate, Francis A. N. | 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. )] 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Ear] 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

| Prety man, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


| Randles, John 8. 
| Rankin, Sir James 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, 
| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


| Stock, James Henry 


| Talbot, Lord E. 


Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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words to what he sa‘d then. 
| visions he now proposed in place of Sub- 
section 2 were really to explain the pro- 


on 


ge 
en 








Licensing 


The pro- 


visions of the Bill. The licensing justices 
were given power to grant new licences, 
subject to any reasonable conditions. It 
was further suggested the licences might 
be granted at the discretion of the licens- 
ing justices for any period not exceeding 
seven years. During that period the 
licences would not be subject to renewal, 
but at the end of seven years they would 
again be treated as new licences, and the 
conditions under which the justices 
originally granted them would apply. The 
reason for giving the justices this power 
was that these new licences would not 
come under the compensation clauses of 
the Bill, and therefore it was desirable 
that they should be granted in this form, 


in order that a substantial tenant might 


be obtained. There was no obligation 
on the part of the justices to grant a 
licence for the full seven years; they 
could grant a licence for any period not 
exceeding the term; or they need not 
make use of this method at all. As those 
Ieences when granted would not require 
renewal, or come under the supervision of 
the licensing justices every year, provision 
had been made for enforcing the condi- 
tions under which they were granted. 
A Court of summary jurisdictioa would 
have the power of forfeiture if the licensee 
did not observe the conditions, and in that 
way the proper observance of the condi- 
tions under which the licence was granted 
was assured. Having excluded those new 
licences from the operation of the com- 
pensation fund, it had been necessary to 
find a fund into which any money derived 
from the higher payments in respect of 
the licences should be placed, and the 
Government, therefore, had arrived at the 
conclusion that that money should be 
transferred and used in a similar way to 
those funds, which under Section 20 of 
the Local Government Act, 1888, were 
transferred to the Local Taxation 
Fund and used in the relief of rates. 
The object was to secure to the justices 
in the granting of new licences power to 
insist upon reasonable conditions, and to 
ensure that they should take particular 
care that no new monopoly value was 
created. He begged to move. 
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Amend'nent proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 14, to leave out Sub-section 
(2) and insert— 


(2) The justices of a licensing district on 
the grant of a new licence may attach to the 
grant of the licence such conditions, both as to 
the payments to be made and the tenure of the 
licence, and as to any other matters, as they 
think proper in the interests of the public, and 
shall attach such conditions as they think best 
adapted for preventing any private person from 
obtaining any benefit from any monopoly value 
of the licence. 


‘(3) For the purposes of this section a new 
on-licence may be granted for a term not ex- 
ceeding seven years, and where a licence is so 
granted for a term, any application for a re- 
grant of the licence on the expiration of the 
term shall be treated as an application for the 
grant of a new licence, not as an application 
for the renewal of a licence, and during the 
continuance of the term the licence shall not 
require renewal. 


*(4) The amount of any payments made in 
pursuance of any conditions under this section 
shall be collected and dealt with in the same 
manner as the duties on local taxation licences 
within the meaning of Section 20 of the 
Local Gevernment Act, 1888. 


*(5) A licence granted for a term under this 
section may (without prejudice to any other 
provisions as to forfeiture) be forfeited, if any 
condition imposed under this section is not 


complied with, by order of a Court of 
summary jurisdiction made on complaint, 
or if the holder of the licence is convicted 


of any offence committed by him, as such, 
by the Court by whom he is convicted; but 
where a licence is so forfeited the owner of the 
licensed premises Shall have all the rights con- 
ferred on owners by Section 15 of the Licensing 
Act, 1874.’ —(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That Sub-section 
(2) stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee) asked whether this new _ pro- 
posal ought not to have originated 
in Committee of the Whole House. 


It was in fact a proposal to increase 
the licence duties, and on the Finance 
Bill the Chairman had ruled that 
such a proposal required origination in 
Committee of the Whole House. The only 
differences in the present proposal were 
that the burden was to be imposed by 
the magistrates, that it was optional, and 
that it applied only to new licences. 
Unless those slight differences were held 
to alter the principle, he submitted that 
the ruling to which he had referred 
applied to the proposal now before the 
Committee. 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN: I amrelieved from 
the necessity of making any original pro- 
nouncement on the matter, as the question 
has already been brought before the 
notice of Mr. Speaker, who, after full 
consideration, has ruled that no Com- 
mittee was necessary. 


Licensing 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: On 
this Amendment ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Yes. I may say 
that I had come to the same conclusion, 
because this charge is levied not Im- 
perially but locally. It goes to local pur- 
poses, and it need not even be levied at 
all. But it is unnecessary for me to go 
into reasons, because Mr. Speaker has 
already ruled on the subject. 


Srr ROBERT REID: Will it be 
competent for any private Member to 
move to increase the licence duties 
proposed by this clause ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The clause gives 
the fullest latitude. The justices are 
to be given power to fix “‘ any such sum”’ ; 
they may fix £1,000,000 for each licence 
if they choose. 


Sir ROBERT REID: Are we at 
liberty to propose that the full amount 
be imposed, instead of leaving the 
amount at the option of the justices ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not under- 
stand what the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber means by “the full amount.” If 
the justices think fit to impose the con- 
dition that for every new licence 
£1,000,000 should be paid, they will be 
able to do so. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I take it, 
then, the Amendment of my hon. and 
learned friend to impose 4 per cent., 
and so on, will be perfectly in order ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Yes, but that 
would probably be limiting the discre- 
tion of the justices. 


Stir ROBERT REID: Then it would 


be in order. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that in his opinion the present pro- 
posals of the Home Secretary met the real 
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Bill. 


difficulties of the licensing question much 
less satisfactorily than the original pro- 
posals of the Bill, and there were two or 
three points on which he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would enlighten the 
Committee before they went into the 
details of the question. Under the Bill 
the terms to be imposed on the granting 
of new licences were placed in the discre- 
tion of quarter sessions. They were now 
to be placed in the discretion of the 
authority for the particular licensmg 
district in which the licence was applied 
|for. That, he thought, was a great 
mistake. It ought not to be possible for 
different conditions to be imposed in each 
licensing district of a county; unless the 
same conditions applied throughout the 
county at large the administration of the 
law would be rendered exceedingly diffi- 
cult. For instance, if the licensing 
authority in any particular district 
imposed conditions which quarter sessions 
thought to be not in the public interest, 
quarter sessions would have the power to 
refuse the new licence on that ground, but 
not to impose such conditions as they 
thought right and proper. Was that really 
a practicable method of dealing with the 
question? It was a serious question, 
be-ause it might lead to a complete dead- 
lock. If quarter sessions thought the 
conditions imposed were unsatisfactory, 
when the licence came up for confirmatio 
they ought to deal with the whole subject- 
| matter, and decide not merely whether 
they should refus» the licence on the 
ground that the conditions were unsatis- 
| factory, but also whether they themselv+s 
| should not impose conditions which they 
|thought were in the public interest. 
Were the hands of quarter sessions to 
be tied by this power being withheld ? 
The responsibility for confirmation rested, 
in the last resort, not with the licensing 
district but with quarter sessions, and 
they could not exercise that authority 
without full powers being given to them. 





The second proposition was much more 
serious. He understood that in future 
new licences were practically to be put 
up to auction and sold to the highest 
bidder. He did not think that would be 
in the public interest and they ought not 
to deal with new licences in that way. 
There were much larger interests involved, 
and they ought to grant new licences 
under the best conditions and to the 
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best applicants whether they were pre- 
pared to pay the highest price or not. 
Instead of having the power to deal with 
licences from year to year as regarded 
ill-conduct and disciplinary powers, which 
were so important and which had worked 
so admirably in regard to the licensing 
laws in the past, all those powers were 
now to be taken away. They proposed 
to put new licences up to auction and 
then give the purchaser a seven years 
term during which he was not to be 
interfered with however much the local 
magistrates might think it desirable 
to interfere. It had been suggested 
as regarded these licences that they 
ought to see that the persons who applied 
for them did not get a monopoly value. 
He quite agreed with that, but that was 
an entirely different matter from putting 
the licences up to auction, a proceeding 
which might be exercised to the detri- 
ment of true temperance reform. He 
hoped that no principle of that kind 
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difficulty was all owing to the absurd 
notion of seeking to introduce so great 
a matter as State regulation. By 
adopting this system they would defeat 
their own ends, and drive away the people 
they ought to encourage, for he could not 
imagine anyone building -good public- 
houses under those conditions, because 
at the end of seven years the purchaser 
might be dispossessed and have to pay 
again. Could they conceive anyone invest- 
ing money to build public-houses or re- 
building them so as to be satisfactory from 
the hotel or saloon point of view under 
such conditions? Every new licence 
in the future would come under these 
terms and the old law would be altered 
from top to bottom and altered in the 
wrong direction. Was it important to 
introduce the best article and to provide 
the best premises? Was it important 
to have the business carried on so as to 
have the best social conditions? He 
considered that the terms of this Amend- 





would be introduced into this Bill. This | ment so far from conducing to a higher 
was not a matter of sale and purchase, | level of our licensing system in the 
but a matter of the public interest. | future would tend entirely to have a 
There ought to be the same annual | contrary effect. The Amendment would 
power to deal with them as at present and | tend to reduce the system to a level which 
he was not prepared to tie the hands of | they would all regret. If the present 
the magistrates for seven years and take | licence duty was not sufficient that was 
away their disciplinary powers. The | a matter for the House to consider, but 
proposal of the Home Secretary pro- | to put a particular licence up to auction, 
vided— | and to put every obstacle in the way of a 
(2) The justices of a licensing district on the | house being well-conducted, would, he 
grant of a new licence may attach to the grant | thought, interfere to a most serious ex- 
ot the licence such conditions, both as to the | wi anag nt 
payments to be made and the tenure of the | escaggy a eas Prete 
licence, and as to any other matters, as they | ane — oe Per “ 
think proper in the interests of the public, and | to conduce to temperance reform, and 
shall attach such conditions as they think best | he sincerely hoped that some Amend- 
i ae for rhage. = private one | ment would be introduced which would 
rom obte j efit from ¢ | < = : 
aa erp sy: Se women trom any monopo'y | not revolutionise our licensing system 
in the future as was proposed by the 
tt was difficult to know exactly what | Amendment of the Home Secretary. 
that meant, but he thought its effect | 
would be thac a person who inthe ordinary; a : 
. setae = — ’ | Sir ROBERT REID said he agreed 
way would be willing to invest money | _. : 
i is ’ | with one observation of the hon. and 
would not be willing, under those rules, | . ‘ 
learned Gentleman opposite, namely, 


to erect the class of public-house wanted. . . ; 
: ‘ 'that it was not possible to adequately 
How could they expect any man to| ,. . Phar “Wi 
pepe ; PA discuss this new system in the limited time 
do that if he was not going to get a|_ ; 
oft 2 allowed. He thought the Amendment 
profit? It meant that they would : “the 
: a very great improvement on the original 








dr.ve out of the competition the best 
class of men, and would practically 
compel people to erect in the future 
houses of a less efficient type, or else 
reitroduce the very class of house 
they all wanted to get rid of. This 
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proposals of the Government, and in 
default of a better he would support it. 
Annual licences had hitherto been granted, 
and all that law, justice, and the statutes 
could do had been done to express the 
undoubted rule that they were subject 
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to be discontinued at the end ofevery year. | 
That could not be made clearer than it 

already was. That system had broken 

down, or, at least, so far that the Govern- 

ment and a majority of this House had 

thought themselves bound to confer 

property and a freehold tenure on those 

who held licences. The moral originating 

from this consideration was that a person , 
was not likely to invest money on an 

annual tenure on account of its being so 

short. It was contended that if the’ 
period were longer what was called the 

equity or expectation would not arise, 

at all events in so strong a form, especially 

as it was said in the Amendment that after 

seven years it was to be treated as an 

application for a new licence, and not an 

application for a renewal. The point, 

therefore, was that when the seven years 

tenure had come to an end the licence was 

not to last longer. He thought words 

should be put in to say that at the end of , 
seven years the licence would not be con- | 
tinued unless public necessity required 

that it should be renewed. He did not 

know that that was not implied. He did 

not think the Amendment was open to the | 
strictures of the hon. and learned Gentle- 

man, 


Licensing 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) said the 
points dealt with by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman on that side of the House were | 
whether all these conditions were only to 
be applied by the licensing session, and 
whether quarter sessions, when the matter 
came before them for confirmation, should 
have some power of altering the conditions 
or whether the question ought to be: 
Shall we grant this licence or not ? In 
regard to the first point he thought there 
was a very great deal to be said for it. 
Conditions might be inserted for bringing 
the general administration in the different 
licensing quarters in a county into some 
kind of similarity. On the next point he 
could not help feeling that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman had to some extent 
exaggerated the words that were placed 
in the clause when he said that the putting 
up of a licence to the highest bidder would 
be an extremely bad thing for the general 
public. Hon.Members on the Opposition 
side had been contending that too much 
power was placed in the hands of brewers 
and brewery companies. It seemed to 
him that the conditions now proposed were 


Sir Robert Reid. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


1424 


so severe that small men would not be got 


to put money into licensed houses. It 
would only be possible for the large 
brewer or brewery company to get the 
licence, and it would be acquired in some 
-ases not for the purpose of getting money 
out of it but to prevent other parties 
from getting the licence. In that way 
the proposal might not work to the best 
advantage. He was not- sure that his 
hon. and learned friend had attached 
sufficient importance to some of the other 
words in the Amendment. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
LICENSING BILL [3rxp Attorrep Day] 
Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHEerR 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


(Cumberland, 


Clause 4: 


Amendment again proposed — 


‘In page 3, line 14, to leave out Sub-section 
(2), and insert the words— 

‘(2) The justices of a licensing district on 
the grant of a new licence may attach to the 
grant of the licence such conditions, both as to 
the payments to be made and the tenure of the 
licence, and as to any other matters, as they 
think proper in the interests of the public, and 
shall attach such conditions as they think best 
adapted for preventing any private person from 
obtaining any benefit from any monopoly value 
of the licence. 

‘(3) For the purposes of this section a new 
on-licence may be granted for a term not ex- 
ceeding seven years, and where a licence is so 
granted for a term any application for a re- 
srant of the licence on the expiration of the 
term shall be treated as an application for the 
grant of a new licence, not as an application 
for the renewal of a Jicence, and during the 
continuance of the term the licence shall not 
require renewal. 

‘(4) The amount of any payments made in 
pursuance of any conditions under this section 
shall be collected and dealt with in the same 
manner as the duties on local taxation licences 
within the meaning of Section 20 of the Local 
Government Act, 1888. 
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«(5) A licence granted for a term under this 
section may (without prejudice to any other 
provisions as to forfeiture) be forfeited, if any 
condition imposed under this section is not 
complied with, by order of a Court of summary 
jurisdiction made on complaint, or if the holder 
of the licence is convicted of any offence com- 
mitted by him as such, by the Court by whom 
he is convicted, but where a licence is so for- 
feited the owner of the licensed premises shall 
have all the rights conferred on owners by 
Section 15 of the Licensing Act, 1874.’”—(Mr. 
Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Ticensing 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That Sub- 
section (2) stand part of the clause.” 


*Mr. PEEL, continuing his speech, said 
whatever view the Committee might held 
on this particular Amendment every- 
bedy must agree that it was of very 
great importance. It established an 
entirely new principle of licensing, and 
he could not but regret that the dis- 
upon it had not commenced 
earlier in the afterncon, and that so much 
time had been absorbed in the discussion 
of other Amendments, which however 
usefil they might be, weve not com- 
parable with this in importance. The 
diminution of the powers of the magistrates 
under this Bill had been referred to; 
it had been, in fact, made the football of 
the debate throughout these discussions. 
There, however, could be no doubt that 
in One respect the powers of the magis- 
trates were diminished if licences were 
granted for a longer period than one 
year; but that power was purely optional. 
The magistrates could grant these licences 
for any time they liked up to a period of 
seven years. Looked at from another 
point of view the powers of the magistrates 
were gieatly enhanced in the direction 
of imposing conditions and money pay- 
ments. Those who complained of the 
diminution of the power of the licensing 
magistrates had not taken into considera- 
tion the position the hoiders of these 
licences would be in if a clause of this kind 
were not passed. By the geueral assent of 
the House these new licences were to be 
exempted from the contribution and 
compensation clause, and therefore the 
licence-holders would be in exactly the 
same position as they were previous to 
this Bill being introduced. ‘They would 
have the liability of having the licence 
taken away every year, but on the other 
hand the knowledge that they would get a 
renewal of the licence every year subject 
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to good conduct. Therefore, in discussinz 
the diminution of power, they had to 
compare it not with the freedom enjoyed 
under this Bill, but with the freedom 
possessed in the vears preceding the 
introduction of it. With regard to the 
monopoly value, he thought it would be a 
most difficult thing to make any 
calculation as to what the monopoly 
value was. It must always be a pure 
speculation, as it would be imposs'ble to 
say vhat would be the profit of a 
particular house in seven years. But 
the mag strates might impose as a con- 
dition a money payment—not at the 
commencement of the granting of the 
licences, but the payment ofa certain per- 
centage on the profits on the principle of 
the gold tax in the Transvaal every 
year; and inasmuch as the mono- 
poly value must be a purely hypo 
thet cal valu» that would, in his opinion. 
be the wisest course to adopt. The 
only weakness inthe proposal was, that, 
having to pay a considerable sum as 
value, the owner would 
make much less money out of the licence, 
and at the end of the seven years the 
mazistrates, in consideration of that 
fact, might be apt to say, “We will 
continue this man’s licence for another 
seve years,” and so something approach- 
ing a vested interest would again grow up. 


monopoly 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
appeared to him a most remarkable thing 
that a great financial Resolution such as 
this could be accomplished in the simple 
way in which this had bee. brought about. 
He did not challenge the Amendment. It 
meant the introduction of high licence 
duties into this country. For nineteen 
years he had stood almost alone in advo- 
cating high licence duties. and now the 
Government of the day had been converted 
to them. Nothing would induce him to 
vote against the Amendment, which was 
the one great financial provision in the 
Bill. But this scheme involved three dis- 
tinet catezories of licence duties—first of 
all, the duties imposed by the Ac: 
of 1880; then the additional pay- 
ments imposed for the purpose 0° 
compensation ; and finally the duties 


created under this Amendment. He did 
not see any representatives of the 
Treasury on the Benches opposite 


although this was a Treasury Bill. He 
312 
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believed that the time would come when 
all these payments would be merged in 
one, and that the financial system of the 
licence duties would demand simplifi- 
cation. The present scheme involved a | 
financial confusion which no self- | 
respecting Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
would tolerate for a moment. What | 
would the result be? There would be two | 
kinds of licences. A licence under the | 
the old Act of 18&0, by which the. 
licensee was compelled to give up a 
fractional part of its monopoly value. 
Side by side with that a totally new set | 
of licences were brought into existence, 
which were to he taxed up to the hilt as 
regarded monopoly value. How could 
such a discrimination between the old 
and new licences be justified ? It seemed 
to him incredible that anyone could 
expect such a system to last. The 
brewers had a vested interest in the Tory 
Party being retained in office, although 
it appeared to him to be a 
vanishing security. He welcomed the 
proposal now before the Committee, 
because it was the beginning of the end. 
and because it introduced the principle 
of high licence. 


Licensing 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said his views 
in regard to licensing were not so revolu- 
tionary as those of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman who had just sat down, but 
he agreed with him in welcoming the 
principle of the scheme, because it was a 
new departure. Anyone who regarded the 
public well-keing would agree that they 
were too much fetterred by what their 
forefathers had done, and by conventions 
in regard to the liquor traffic. They 
on that side of the House disagreed 
with hon. Gentlemen opposite as to the 
mode by which the difficulties of the 
licensing question could be got rid 
of. They, on that side, believed 
that the rights of property which had 
grown up by reason of the action of 
their predecessors should not be disre- 
garded. They were entitled with regard 
to new licences, however, to make new 
conditions, because conditions that were 
the subject of free bargain between the 
licence-helder and the community could 
i.0t possibly inflict any hardship on the 
individtal. When a bargain was made 
for a fixcd term, there was no claim 
either moral or equitable at the expiry 
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of the term for a renewal of the bargain. 
The monopoly of the sale of liquor, if 
resting on proper grounds, must be a 
monopoly for the public benefit. The 
Amendment was in some parts ambiguous, 
and he suggested the adoption of 
phraseology which would make it 
perfectly clear that the public were 
parting for a term of years with a 
monopoly right, which was for the future, 
in respect of new licences, to be a public 
It was suggested that if the 
justices in licensing districts in the 
counties were to set up separate con- 
ditions, there might be difficulty in 
dealing with the matter. Perhaps, 


| however, if there was a Common under- 


standing in the House as to the desirability 
of a scheme of this kind, the Home 
Secretary might propose words which 
would ensure something like uniformity 
in the county area. He gave his hearty 
support to the principle of the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
said he considered this clause was hardly 
adequate to deal with the object which 
it was intended to effect. The clause 
would affect the whole future licensing 
system of the country. He must say 
that the Government need not at the last 
moment have made so large a change in 
the procedure prescribed by the Bill in 
Clause 4. He did not want to find fault 
with the Bill; he thought it was a very 
good Bill; but it was now proposed, 
without any previous notice, to do away 


_with the power of the magistrates in 


quarter sessions to make a county scheme 
for new licences. That power was to be 
given to petty sessions. There might be 
eight or nine petty sessional divisions in 
a county, and if each had their own 
regulations that must lead to confusion. 
He ventured to think that in alter 
ing the scheme from quarter to 
petty sessions it would put it out 
of the power of the magistrates to 
make a cohesive county scheme for 
dealing with new licences. He looked 
with alarm on the procedure by which 
new licences were to be granted on a 
seven years lease. Of course he might 
be told that great freedom would be 


given to the magistrates; but they might 


only give a lease for one or two years. The 
: . 
plan, he thought, would discourage the 














he 
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building of good houses, and would tend 
to increase the number of those mean 
public-houses in back streets, where so 
much drunkenness took place. It would 
also be unfortunate if licence - holders 
were relieved from the obligation of 
appearing annually before the magistrates 
and hearing what they had to say on 
matters affecting the trade. The effect 
of putting up licences to auction wou'd 
be that nobody but large brewers would 
be able to obtain them. He very much 
rezretted that he could not support the 
Amendment. 
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Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said it 
must be evident to hon. Members on both 
sides that this Bill marked a revolution 
in the licensing system of the country. 
They had been discussing how licences 
were to be managed, but he wondered 
whether hon. Members had asked 
themselves the question why a licence 
was ever granted? It was not for 
the benefit of the revenue, for that 
was comparatively insignificant; it 
was not granted for the benefit of the 
licence-holder or the large firm behind 
him. No; the licence was granted in the 
interest of the public and that was the 
reason why up to now no licence had 
ever been sold for money. Under the 
old system the wants of the neighbour- 
hood were watched; but now that was 
to be done away with and the business 
was to be left to an authority sitting 
perhaps miles away. Having destroyed 
the system of local control the Govern 
ment had now come to the point of 
saying, well, if the new licensing authority 
is to issue licences let it be to the highest 
bidder. In an hour and ten minutes this 
revolution would become law—they would 
have revolutionised the licensing system 
of the country. They were dealing in a 
hurry with the legal interests of the 
country; whether the holders of new 
licences had to pay any price at all had 
to be decided, but it should be decided 
with a view to the total revenue of the 
country and without regard to any 
accidental requirements of the local 
authorities. 


*Smr PHILIP MUNTZ (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth) said that the Amendment 
would make a revolution in our licensing 
system. In his opinion instead of improv- 
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‘ng the class of houses and the class of 
tenants the new clause was calculated to 
deteriorate both. He failed to understand 
why the Opposition, who were opposed to 
tied houses, supported the proposal, 
because, speaking from a_ practical 
knowledge of the question extending over 
forty years, he could say that the whole 
of the new licences would pass into th 
hands of the brewers. He objected to 
licences being granted for a period of 
seven years without the annual approval 
of magistrates. The new system was 
unsound because under it they would not 
get the best class of tenant, but the man 
with the most money or the great brewer. 
At the end of the seven years the licence 
was to be again put up for auction, and 
if 1t was worth anything the great brewer 
would again stepin. That would perpetu- 
ate the system of tied houses. He could 
not help feeling that the proposal was 
wrong. It required complete recon- 
Sideration and revision in order that 
another system might be introduced 
securing the best class of houses, and 
that no licence should be granted until 
there had been the most careful con- 
sideration by the magistrates at quarter 
Sessions or petty sessions of the question 
whether the licence was required for the 
district. When it was determined that 
the licence should be granted it should 
only be granted to a house of the highest 
and best type, affording every accom- 
modation, and to a man who would 
occupy it and who was in every way 
qualified by the highest character for 
the position. What guarantee was there 
that under this proposal they would 
secure a respectable licensee, if he knew 
that his occupation would only last for 
seven years. This was the worst system 
they could devise. The clause as it stood 
was unwise, unsound, and was based 
neither on the interests of the licensed 
trade or of those of temperance reform. 
He appealed to the Prime Minister to 
withdraw the clause and submit another 
in its place securing the objects he had 
suggested. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON - said 
the hon. Member who had _ just 
spoken based his criticism of this Amend- 
ment on his distrust of the licensing 
authority. Every one of his arguments 
assumed that the magisterial bench of 
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which he had had forty vears ex- 
perience would not deal wisely and in 
a judicial spirit with the jurisdiction 
_ vested in them under this Bil. The 
Amendment, which he thought was an 
admirable Arendment, proposed to give 
to the justices of the liceusing district 
power which they did not now possess. 


*Str PHILIP MUNTZ: I said that in 
my opinion the magistrates had dealt 
wisely in the past with licensing questions 
and would do so in the future. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said if that 
were the opinion of the hon. Member he 
was entirely at a loss to understand the 
feeling of apprehension with which he 
regarded an extension of the magistrates’ 
powers. As he understood the hon. Member 
the power to impose conditions given 
under this Amendment would not be 
wisely exercised, and that so far from 
seeking the most eligible applicant the 
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magistrates would be guided  sclely 
by financial considerations and would 
chose the highest bidder whether he 


were the best qualified or not. He asked 
the Committee to conclude that the 
justices would act wiselv in the future. No 
argument whatever had been used against 
this jurisdiction being given tothem. The 
magistrates would have ample power to 
clothe the granting of licences with any 
conditions they might choose to demand 
in the interests of the public, which by 
this Amendment they were exp essly 
enjoined to consider. The attachment 
of some financial terms to the granting of 
a most valuable monopoly right was by 
no means inco. sistent with the general 
policy of our licensinglaw. It was not an 
impossibility to choose the most eligible 
applicant a’.d at the same time to recog- 
nise that they were conferring upon him 
a financ'al endowment in regard to which 
he might be faitly asked to make some 
contribution which would, to some extent, 
relieve the local burdens of the district. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Stretford Division was rather opposed to 
the provision under which it would be 
possible to have different conditions 
obtaining in different districts. But if 
they were to have experiments they 
must leave the magisterial discretion 
unfettered. If there magisterial Court 
was to be trusted, their was no reason 
why its d.scretion should be restricted. 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 
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There was another part of the Ame2d- 
ment which appeared to him more im- 
portant, and that was the introduction 
of a system which he could not help 
thinking wou!d ultimately be the licensing 
system in this country, viz., the power— 
which he wished was compulsory—to 
licensing justices to grant a sevei years 
licence in place of the annual grant. No 
one who had considered this question 
could have avoided coming to the con- 
clusion that the annual licence was 
an obsolete and inapplicable system. 
At present, whea an application for a 
new licence was made, the justices asked 
to inspect the plans; plans involving ex- 
penditure possibly of thousands of pounds 
were submitted; they were inspected 
and passed, the house was constructed 
under the supervision of the Bench, and 
the licence was granted when the house 
was completed. But although it was 
obvious that many years must elapse 
before the capital expenditure was ex- 
hausted, the term of the licence was one 
year only. That was an obsolete system, 
totally inapplicable to modern conditions. 
If they were dealing solely with new 
licences, he did not think there could be 
the smallest question that the one year 
was doomed, and that they must give 
either an equity of renewal ‘or a tenure 
of licence which would enable the person 
who obtained the licence to look forward 
to a definite period during which he 
wou'd have some security for the capital 
he had invested. The problem in 
rezard to new licences was so simple 
that the Government had been _per- 
suaded by the force of argument, and 
had provided under this Amend- 
ment that new licences should be for 
seven years, and that when that seven 
years had elapsed the licence would be 
enewed ior another seven vears. That 
system ent'rely removed the necessity for 
any compensation. The proposal under 
th's sect'on gave no compensat.on alter 
the lapse of seven vears, and when those 
seven years had elapsed there might be a 
review by the Bench of the whole situation 
o! the district and its needs with regard to 
the trade. 

If this argument was so sound 
that it had convinced the Government 
with rezard to new licensing, was there 
no means by which the system might be 
applied to existing licences. Ii it was so 
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sound that every new licence was to be 
granted on the footing of a lease of seven 
years, during which the tenant might 
count his risk of non-renewal at the end 
of that period, insure against loss, and 
limit the expenditure of his capital to 
the duration of his term—why should 
they not adapt that system, at once 
businesslike and logical, to the existing 
licences. Such a proposal he had himseli 
made the subject of a new clause, which, 
however, would meet the fate of many 
other suggestions under the closure. 
How might that svstem be applied to 
licences now in existence? It the licensee 
were allowed to have the option of taking 
the renewal for seven years instead of one, 
of abstaining entirely from any contribu- 
tion to the fund, and of keeping out of the 
scope of the scheme of compensation, 
he might be given the power of putting 
himseli into thej.same category as the 
new licensees. He would become his own 
insurer. He might insure on better terms 
than this Bill provided and he would 
have all the advantages which a new 
licensee possessed under this clause. 
What was theobjection to that system ! 
He would gladly support the Amendment, 
which, if it could be carried one step 
further so as to bridge the chasm between 
new licences and old licences and obviate 
the absurd anomaly of having two classes 
O° licences, would make then the Bill a 
statesmanlike measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR ‘;said , that, 
though the form of this clause was new, 
it was the fact that from the first moment 
the Bill was introduced he had always 
explained to the House that, in the view of 
his colleagues, and in his own view, it 
was an essential part of their scheme 
that as regarded new licences, where exist- 
ing rights were in no gense involved, a 
new system should be adopted. The hon. 
Member appealed to their sympathies 
because he could not bring en his own 
Anendment, but although they could not 
have the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
Amendment they were delighted to have 
had his speech. They only regretted that 
it was not made on the First or Second 
Reading. 


Ma. WHITTAKER said this provision 
was not before the House then. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Bill 
was before the House, and what he was 
dropping a sympathetic tear over was 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman did 
not deliver his speech on the First or 
Second Reading or on some subsequent 
occasion when the fundamental principles 
of the Bill were under discussion. For 
he had said that the system of annual 
licences was antiquated and obsolete, 
that it was not appropriate to the present 
condition of affairs, and that there ought 
to be either an equity of renewal or a 
lease. Where was ‘Sharpe v. Wakefield”? 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON said he was 
indicating a perfect system. ‘Sharpe v. 
Wakefield” defined the existing law 
which was most imperfect. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the argument 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman on the 
Second Reading would have been most 
hignly valued. The hon. Gentleman 
behind him, not content with “Sharpe », 
Wakefield,” went back to the i6th century 
to show that annual licences were the 
proper system, and the idea that there 
was a right to an equity of renewal or a 
lease would have been received earlier in 
the debate by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s friend with shouts of dis- 
approval. Ii the hon. and learned 
Gentleman voted against the First and 
Second Reading, holding the ideas he did 
on the equity of renewal or right to a 
lease, *t was impossible to square his 
votes with the view which, with so much 
eloquence and acumen, he had now ex- 
pounded to the Committee. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON pointed out 
that his argument referred to new licences. 
Where a house was constructed uader the 
sanction of the Bench in the ant.cipation 
of an annual grant, there should be either 
an equity of renewal or a fixed term 
during which the tenant might provide 
against his capital being unexhausted. 
He was not dealing with old licences under 
the present system under which there had 
been so many warnings of the precarious 
character of their tenure, of which warn- 
ings “Sharpe v. Wakefield” was the most 
pointed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR did not follow 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. Many 
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structural alterations had been required 
from men holding their licences on an 
annual tenure. The Government said it 
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was an outrage to take the licence away | 


without compensation. -The hon. and 
learned Gentleman apparently thought 
it an outrage, but he had been voting 


steadily against the Bill, the object of | 


which was to prevent that outrage. 


The speech of the hon. and learned | 


Gentleman was a good speech from his 
own point of view, but he did not think 
the hon. and learned Gentleman’s inter- 
ruption explained the inconsistency 
between his arguments and his votes. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON: 
think it is a good Bill; I think it isa 
very bad Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he knew all 
that. He thought the criticisms of the 
clause from the Government Benches 
had been uttered under a complete mis- 
conception both of the purpose and effects 
of the clause. The purpose of the clause 
was to prevent in the future in regard to 
new licences that slow but 
growth of equitable rights, not recognised 
by law, which had grown up in regard to 
old licences under the existing system, 
and which had proved such a difficulty 
in the way of reducing _ licences. 
He did not believe there was an hon. 
Member in the House who differed from 
that particular statement of the policy 
which they ought to pursue. To 
effect that object, upon which they were 
all agreed, his hon. friends said they 
would prefer annual licences rather than 
leases for seven years. But there was 
nothing in the clause to prevent the issue 
of annual licences. The matter was left 
to the magistrates to determine. His 
hon. friend had added to the error of 
supposing that this Bill required the 
magistrates to grant leases, the further 
error that this clause required them to 
put the licence up to auction. The hon. 


Member not only misinterpreted the | 


clause but he did so in a way which 
absolutely reversed its true character 
and the intention of those who framed it. 


He asked hon. Members to turn their | 


attention for a moment to the phrase in 
the first paragraph of the second sub- 
section— 


“The justices of a licensing district on the | 


grant of a new licence may attach to the grant 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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‘interest of the licence. 


inevitable | 
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| of the licence such conditions, both as to the 
| payments to be made and the tenure of the 
| licence, and as to any other matters, as they 
| think proper in the interests of the public.” 
His hon. friends also interpreted that 
sub-section of the clause to mean that 
‘the licensing justices were bound to see 
that the extremest sum was obtained for 
the monopoly value of a new licence that 
it was possible to obtain in the open 
market. How could the monopoly value 
of the licence be separated from the rest. 
of the property ? 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, By 


putting it up for auction. 


W.): 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: There is nothing 
about auction. 


Mr. LOUGH: It is the only plan. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 


monopoly value was only part of the 
How could they 
put up for auction that which might be 
of enormous value apart from the licence 
and from the monopoly value of the 
licence ? What the clause contemplated 
was that the magistrates should draw a 
distinction between the value that would 
‘attach to the licence were there free 
trade in the sale of liquor and the 
value which attached to it because there 
was not free trade in the sale of liquor. 
That could not be put up to auction 
separately, and it must be done by a 
rough and ready method. 


Mr. AINSWORTH said that if a 
‘licence was to be sold for the benefit of 
the public the object must be to get the 
utmost possible value for it. If they did 
not do that they would not be selling the 
licence in the public interest, but in the 
interest of the man who bought it, 
because he would be getting it for less 
than its real value. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was not 
quite sure that he fully understood the 
purport of his hon. friend’s interruption. 
His hon. friends were also puzzled by the 
words in the clause “private persons.” 
| Those words were meant to prevent the 
clause from being applied to cases in 
| which the beneficiary from the monopoly 
was the corporation of a town or some 
body of the kind. He 


‘other public 
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believed that some hon. Members thought | 
this phrase had been inserted in order to | 
protect or to aid one particular form in | 
which it was intended to deal with 
licensed premises—namely, the Public- | 
house Trust Corpo:ation. It had nothing | 
to do with it either directly or indirectly. 

It had no special reference whatever to 

any form of private trading in liquor; 

but it was conceivable that in some dis- | 
tricts there might be a desire that any | 
product of monopoly value should go to 

the public. It was intended to make | 
this possible, and it ought to be possible. 

It would be very wrong so to arrange 

any licensing laws that the monopoly 

value should not go to the public. If) 
they restricted the liquor trade they were 
almost certain to create a monopoly value, 
do what they would. No one desired to 
have free trade in drink; it had been 
tried and it had failed, and no one wanted 
to try the experiment again. If they 
were going to restrict the trade, the mere 
fact that it was restricted had a strong 
tendency to give it a monopoly value. 
All that the Government desired was to | 
give the monopoly value to the public 

and not to the private individual. It 

was therefore recognised that the clause | 
Was a serious endeavour to carry out an 
object agreed to by both sides of the 
House. 
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very substantial sum, but he did not like 
the system of paying down a lump sum 
for a licence to cover a period of years 
because under such circumstances 't would 
be very difficult to take that licence away. 
There‘ore it would be much better if the 
payment was an annual one. If this 
principle was so sound and good why 
should it not apply to all licences, to off- 
licences as well as on-licences? The 
expressions ‘‘private person” and 
“monopoly value” were by no means 
clear. What was meant by monopoly 
value? The Prime Minister had suggested 
to them what it was not, but he had not 
told them what the monopoly value was. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
monopoly value was the difference in 
value between the sale of liquor in 


| existing circumstances under the existing 


law and what the value would be if 
there was free trade in liquor. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said that amounted 
to the difference in the value of the 
premises with a licence and without. 
In the ordinary case if there were free 
trade in liquor there would be no special 
value attaching to the premises, and 
they would be like any other premises. 
On that definition the real meaning 


of the monopoly value would be the addi- 


‘tional value which the granting of this 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said that there 
should be a term to licences with full 
power to deal with them at the end of the 
term. The right hon. Gentleman had 
prevented the possibility of this power 
from being enjoyed in the future. -It was | 
a principle of great importance that there | 
should be full power on the part of the. 
justices to deal with licences at some time 
or other. The present proposal was an 
enormous improvement on the original 
proposal in the Bill, but the Prime Minister | 
had not met the criticisms urged against | 
it. There was, first of all, the loss of 
annual control. The licences would not | 
come before brewster sessions until the 
end of seven years. That was an un-| 
desirable change. They should come up 
annually for review, as to conduct, because | 
it was important not to lose the annual 
control. It was also undesirable that the | 
licensing authority should, so to say, sell | 
the licence. They ought to sell the licence | 
for an annual sum, and it ought to be a 


monopoly added to the premises. That, 
however, did not coincide with the defini- 
tion given by the Solicitor-General, who 
seemed to think that it depended upon 
the profits. The ordinary profits result- 
ing from the trade in drink would be 
distinct from the monopoly value which 
the licence would give to the premises. 
Every successful trade was conducted at 
a profit and it did not mean that all the 
profit of carrying on the trade would be 
taken. It seemed to him that there was 
substance in the contention that practi- 


| cally these licences would still go to the 


great brewers.. He did not think they 
would get rid of monopoly by selling at the 
highest possible price, but he thought they 
must sell at the highest possible price if 
they were to get the monopoly value. If 
they were to sell to the highest bidder in 
order to get the full monopoly value the 
licences would go to the great brewers as 
before. It seemed to him that was 
inconsistent with the provision in the 
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the public interest. The buyer would 
have to sell the largest possible amount 
of drink in order to get a return for the 
price paid, and that would not be in the 
public interest. The hon. Member for 
the Tamworth Division had said that the 
justices could select the men. He 
thought the justices had very few oppor- 
tunities of selecting the men now. The 
brewers selected the men 
justices had largely to take those who 
were offered to them. There was one 
point in the new clause he should 
like to}:imake a remark upon. He 
did not like the idea of the extra levy 
upon licences going to the relief of local 
rates. At present licence duties went to 
the local authorities, and, therefore, to 
the relief} of rates. The amount at 
present was comparatively small, but if 
they were to get into the way of levying 
on licences their full value that amount 
would become very substantial indeed, 
and it was undesirable that local authori- 
ties should depend for a large relief of 
the rates on the number of licences 
granted. He thought this extra charge 
should go to the National Exchequer 
rather than to the relief of local rates. 
The hon. Member for Manchester had 
suggested that under this proposal sur- 
renders and exchanges might still con- 
tinue, that was to say, it might be 
possible to surrender two or three licences 
in one place in order to get a new licence 
in another. As he read the proposal 
that would not be possible. If a new 
licence was to be obtained by the sur- 
render of two or three others it must be 
perfectly obvious that they were not 
getting thetfull monopoly value. There- 
fore, it seemed to him that such an 
arrangement was not included under the 
proposal. He agreed with his hon. friend 
the Member for Dundee that this was 
introducing a very important change, 
and that they could not in any 
degree look upon the idea as a_per- 
manent one that one class of licences 
should pay full value to the State, 
while others would be allowed to pay 
only the nominal sum they paid now. He 
believed that in the near future they 
might look for very much _ increased 


licence duties. 
There were unquestionably many 
respects in which this new proposal | 


Mr. Whittaker. 
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clause that they were going to protect | 


and the, 
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was an improvement on the old one. 
In the old proposal it was pro- 
vided that the fees got for new licences 
should go to the compensation fund. 
That was not to be the case now. They 
were to go to the service of the public. 
He thought the clause abolished the 
possibility of exchanges and surrenders 
for new licences, and further, the new pro- 
posal would retain the power of granting 
new licences in non-county boroughs to the 
justices there. These were. he thought, 
important improvements. The plan was 
not the best one, and he felt certain that 
it would be a somewhat temporary one. 
He was afraid that not one of the exist- 
ing licence-holders would adopt the sug- 
gestion of his hon. and learned friend of 
exchanging their licences for new ones on 
seven vears terms, because under the Bill 
as it at present stood they would be 
entitled to very full compensation, while 
under the new arrangement they would 
be required to pay a very much increased 
fee. This was the beginning of a very 
great change indeed, and he thought that 
in the near future it would be extended 
to all licences. It certainivy meant the 
end oi the old condition of things. He 
regretted that under the operation of the 
closure this question could not receive 
anything like adequate discussion. 


“Srr J. ggSTIRLING - MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College), speaking as a friend 
to the Bill, ventured to repeat a Question 
of the hon. and learned Member opposite. 
which, he said, his right hon. friend had 
not answered. The Bill was designed 
tozgive compensation to existing licence- 
holders for an equitable right which 
Members on the Government side held 
that they possessed. That was laid 
down in the first part of the Bill; but 
they were now creating a new kind of 
licence in the future which would be un- 
like the old kind and would be much less 
valuable. How did the Prime Minister 
account for the discrepancy between the 
two? The difference did not represent 
the compensation, because that was 
already arranged for. It seemed to him 
that it only represented a flaw in the 
system which they were creating in this 
Bill. He-would suggest that it might be 
possible at some date, without interler- 
ing with the system of compensation, to 
bring existing licences under the same 
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improved conditions as were to be applied , 


to the new Ones. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said it was | 


extremely important that the Committee 
should know what they were voting about, 
and he confessed he had some difficulty 
in interpreting some of the words in the 
Amendment. 
about ‘private person” and “ monopoly 
He thought the Prime Minister 
misapprehended what 


These 


value.” 
was meant by 
“private person.” words had 
created a good deal of alarm, because it 
was thought the use of the words in this 
connection meant that individual arrange- 
ments would be excluded, whilst a similar 
disability was not inflicted on brewery 
companies or persons associated and 
brought together for the purpose of 
carrying on trade. He thought the matter 


ought to be made plainer. In regard to 


> it seemed to him a 


“monopoly value’ 
monopoly must mean an exclusive right 


to sell. He cou'd understand the words 


’ 


‘monopoly value” would apply to a 
licence granted to a publican to sell liquor 
in a village where he had no competitor 
within a radius of two or three miles, but 


ina town where there would be four, five, 


or six competitors he thought the term) 


’ 


could 
that 


“monopoly value’ hardly be 


He submitted persons 


applied. 


would not go into a_ business of 
a speculative character upon conditions 
of the nature indicated in the Amend- 
ment, and that the new clause would 
really have the effect of making it almost 


impossible to get new licences taken up. 


of this clause in the form in which it now | 


stood would go a long way towards 


bringing about a result he was sure the 


| 
right hon. Gentleman did not desire, | 
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His difficulty was chiefly | 
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namely, that there would be hardly any 
new licences granted, even when they 


were required in the public interest. 


Mr. CRIPPS said they all recognised 
that as regarded new licences no right of 
compensation should arise as in the case 
He understood that 
licences would be put up to auction, and 
granted for a term of seven years, but 
the right of annual revision should be 
retained to the magistrates in order that 
they might see that a public-house was 
being properly carried on. Their object 
was to have the Bill in the best possible 
form in justice to existing interests, and 
he hoped the points which had been 
raised would be fully considered by the 
Prime Minister and the Solicitor-General 
before the Report stage. 


Question put, and negatived 


Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 
Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 5th July, to 
put the Question on the Amendment 


already proposed from the Chair. 


Question, ‘** That these words be there 


inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


The Chairman then proceeded to put 
forthwith the Question necessary to dis- 


pose of the allotted Business to be con- 


| cluded on the 3rd allotted Day. 
He could not but think that the passage | 


“That the 


amended, stand part of the Bill,’ put, 


Question, clause, as 


and agreed to. 
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Mr. WHITLEY said that on behalf 
of his hon. friend the 
Flint Boroughs he wished to move the 
omission of the words “ may if they think 
fit,” and insert “shall.’’ The object of 
the Amendment was to make it manda- 


Member for 


tory upon quarter sessions to reduce the 
area of the district in which the compen- 
sation would operate. and in which the 
committees would act in the matter of 
reduction of 
terruptions. | 


the licences. [Loud in- 


*THe CHAIRMAN said it would be 
impossible to go on with the business if 
this disturbance continued. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he understood 
that it was not the intention to go on 
further with the Bill that night after the 
guillotine had fallen. 
Amendment, as he had said, was to 
reduce the areas of the districts in which 


The purpose of his 


the compensation fund would operate, 
and in which the committees would act 
in the matter of the reductions of licences: 
It had been found in connection with the 
Education Act that where the areas were 
large, administration was unsatisfactory. 


He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“*In page 3, line 23, to leave out the words 
‘may, if they think fit,’ and insert the word 
‘shall.’”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 


clause.” 


Mr. LOUGH said that on a point of 
order he wished to draw attention to a 


paragraph in the Closure Resolution, 
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‘which said that the Chairman should 
' proceed— 


‘“‘Successively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the Government 
of which notice has been given (but no other 
Amendments), and onevery Question necessary 
to dispose of the allotted business to be con- 
cluded on the allotted day.” 


Now the Committee had disposed of the 
allotted business for this allotted day, 
and he would like to know whether it 
was in order to go on with the discussion 


of the Bill 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that although 
the allotted business for the allotted day 
had been completed, the Committee could 
go on with other business, as there were 


still fifty minutes until midnight. 


Mr. LOUGH said that he thought the 
words in the Closure Resolution forbade 
the Committee making an: further pro- 


gress that evening. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: It is competent for 
the Committee to proceed with the Fifth 
Clause. If the hon. Member does not 
desire further discussion, it is open to 
him to ask the Government to move that 


Progress be reported. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that, as 
far as the Government were concerned, 
they were quite prepared to proceed with 
He thought that was also 
the opinion of the Committee generally, 


the clause. 


in order that as many Amendments as 
possible might be saved from the applica- 
tion of the guillotine. 


Mr. LOUGH said that, having passed 
a Motion, the Committee ought to be 
bound by it. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he hoped 


the hon. Gentleman would not move to 
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report Progress. As _ regarded 
Amendment, there were many districts 
which, if divided, would render the com- 
He therefore 
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pensation area insufficient. 
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sessions should be told distinctly that it 
would be necessary for them to sub- 
divide their districts in the interests of 
the efficiency of the Act. 
undue centralisation of authority in the 


There was an 








hoped the Committee would not accept 


the Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
convinced by the 


said he was not 


argument of the 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Alihusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Rt.Hn. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Home 
He thought it desirable that the quarter 
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Secretary. 
Noes, 157. 


AYES. 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir Horatio D. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 


Dewar,Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) | 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane‘r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T‘r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 


The Committee divided: 
(Division List No. 224.‘ 


Question put. 


—Aves, 267; 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
| Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
| | Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
| Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
| Helder, Augustus 
| Henderson, ‘Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
| Hobhouse, Rt Hn. H(Somers’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham) 
Greene,SirE.W(B’ryS. Edm’nds | 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
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Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. | O“Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid | Slack, John Bamford 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph | 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
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O‘Mara, James 
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Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
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| Price, Robert John 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 








Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MW Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
MCrae, George 
M’ Kenna, Reginald 

MLaren, Sir CharlesBenjamin | 
Manstield Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 
Murphy, John 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 


Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John 
Robson, 


| Shaw, Charles 
| Shaw, Thomas 
| Sheehy, David 


Fletcher 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) 


decided that quarter sessions should have 


said it had already been 


power to divide their administrative 
areas into districts for the purposes of 
the Bill, and the object of the Amend- 


ment he was about to move was to secure 


that if such divisions were made the | 


districts should be those at 


existing. The advantage of such an 


arrangement was that in each division 


there would then be local magistrates who | 


Priestley, Arthur 
Reckitt, Harold James 


| Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


William 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


present | 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T. (Huddersf‘d 


_ 


H. (Denbighs.) 


Snowdon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
J. H. Whitley and Mr. Her- 


bert Lewis. 


Edw.(Stafford) 
(Hawick, B.) 


‘Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sm EDWARD CARSON suggested 
that, inasmuch as the Committee had 
decided to leave it in the option of the 
quarter sessions to divide the county into 
| districts, it would be far better to leave 
it to them to decide what those districts 
should be. The reason quarter sessions 
were being taken as the administrative 
power was that the existing districts were 
' too small, and by reason of their smali- 
| ness would frustrate the object of the 


nsurance scheme of the Bill. 


for a long time had been in the habit of | 


considering the requirements of 


particular district, and who therefore had | 


practical experience of the wants of the 
neighbourhood in the matter of public 
drinking facilities. He begged to move. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 24, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘which districts shall consist 
of the licensing districts or licensing divisions 
into which such area is now divided.’ ”— 
(Mi. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That these words 


be there inserted.” 


the | 


Mr. WHITLEY thought there was 
| much force in the last observation of the 
| learned Solicitor - General. Personally, 
| he was not in favour of too large districts, 
| but, on the other hand, he did not want 


|them too small. He suggested that the 


| Solicitor-General should give some indi- 





cation to the Committee that the Govern- 


| ment would attempt to provide that the 


| 


districts should be of a reasonable size. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said the | 


remarks of the Solicitor-General on the 
last Amendment put in a nutshell the 
case for the proposal he was about to 
make. The ostensible object of the 
Bill was to reduce the number of licences, 
but it was obvious that if the counties 
were divided into too small districts the 


amount of the fund raised would be so | 
small as to render impossible any reduc- | 


tion within a reasonable period. His 


Amendment provided that in no case | 


should the districts be of less than £10,000 
He was not tied to that 
simply desired 


annual value. 
particular figure; he 
to give some direction to the quarter 
sessions to prevent the districts being too 
small. In many districts the full amount 
of the tax would not be levied, and in 
sach cases the amount of the fund 
taised would be very small. He hoped 


the Government might see their way to 
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| give the Amendment favourable con- 
sideration. 





| Amendment proposed — 
“In page 3, line 26, at the end, to insert the 
| words, ‘Provided that the annual value of 
premises to be taken as for the purpose of the 
publican’s licence duty within any such district 
| shall in the aggregate be not less than ten 
thousand pounds.’”—(Mr. Nussey.) 


| Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
_be there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he could 
/not accept the Amendment. The Bill 
/provided that quarter sessions should 
‘decide for themselves what the area 
was to be and he thought it would 
be far better to leave all these ques- 
tions to the discretion of that body. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 124; 
Noes, 234. (Division List No. 225.) 


AYES. 
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Brigg, John 
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Cawley, Frederick | 
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Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Johnson, John 
Cremer, William Randal | 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | Joyce, Michael 
Delany, William 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 


| Grant, Corrie 


Edwards, Frank | 
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Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington)| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Harwood, George 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West)| Murphy, John 
| Horniman, Frederick John | O’Malley, William 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire| Price, Robert John 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W.| Reckitt, Harold James 


| Kitson, Sir James 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Langley, Batty 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall); Rigz, Kichard 


| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 


| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


| Moss, Samuel 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Partington, Oswald 


(Gateshead) 
| Paulton, James Mellor 


| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
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Russell, T. W. Soares, Ernest J. 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip james 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Nor folk) 


NOES. 


Age-Gardner, James ‘Tynte | Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden | hoe h, Rt. Hon. George H. ’ 
Anson, Sir William Reynell ay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Arrol, Sir William | F isher, William Hayes 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Aubrey-Fletcher, RtHon.Sir H. | Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Austin, Sir John | Flower, Sir Ernest 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Forster, Henry William 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Bain, Colonel James Robert doveriongy William Johnson 
| 








Jaird, John George Alexander | Gardner, Ernest 

| Garfit, William 

salfour, 8 Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) | Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Ge aldW Leeds De soinage seagate 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (C “te h.) | Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 


Balcarres, Lord 











Zanbury, Sir Frederick George | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
sathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
seach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks | Greene,SirEW(B’ryS. Edmonds | 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 

Bignold, Sir Arthur | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 

Bigwood, James | Gretton, John 

Bingham, Lord Groves, James Grimble 

~— Colonel Henry | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Sond, Edward | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Srodric k, Rt. Hon. St. John | Hambro, Charles Eric 

3urdett-Coutts, W. | Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford 

Butcher, John George | | Hare, Thomas Le igh 

Campbell,J.H.M.(DublinUniv. )| Harris, F. Leverton ( Tynem’th) 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) | Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

Cecil, “en (Aston Manor) | Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (¢ treenwich) | He ath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A(Worc. | Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Chapman, Edward | Henderson, Sir A.(Statford, W.) 
Charrington, Spencer | Hic :kman, Sir Alfred 

Clare, Octavius Leigh r Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Clive, Captain Percy A. Hobhouse, Rt. Hn. H(Somers’tE 
Coates, Edward Feetham | Hogg, Lindsay 


| 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Hope, | ae (She field, Brightside 





Coghill, Douglas Harry. Hoult, Joseph 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Houston, Robert Paterson 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Howard,John( Kent, Faversham 


| Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Keswick, William 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph ; Knowles, Sir Lees 
Dorington, Rt.Hon. Sir John E. | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Law, 
Duke, Henry Edward Lawrence, 
Egerton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
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| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.( Salop) 
Kerr, John 


Wm. F. 


Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
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White, Luke (Yorkshire, E.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Nussey and Mr. Guest. 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hon.SirFrederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott( Hants) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col.John P. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 


| | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Peel, Hn.Wm. RobertWellesley 
Arthur Fred. | Perey, 


Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


| 
| 


Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) |} 
(Liverpool) | 
Lawson, JohnGrant(Yorks,N.R | 


| Pryce- Jones, 


Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
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Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8.Forde (Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 





Adjournment 
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Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
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of the House. 


Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E. (Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- Thorburn, Sir 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Tuff, Charles 


Tully, Jasper 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) moved to omit Sub-section 2 
of Clause 5, which empowers quarter 
sessions to delegate their powers to a 
committee. He objected that the great 
powers to be vested in the Home 
Secretary might override quarter sessions. 
The Bill provided that the Home Secre- 
tary might appoint the committee. That 
committee might have to deal with 


questions of compensation and the re- | 
It was im- | 


newal or refusal of licences. 


perative upon quarter sessions to delegate | 


certain powers to the committee, and he 
wished to know whether quarter sessions 
would have power to revise the decisions 
of the committee. He thought the 
House should have some information as 
to the object of handing over great 
powers to a committee, of the constitu- 
tion of which they were told nothing. 
The Government had indicated their 
opinion that counties should be divided 


into somewhat smaller areas, and that 
being so it seemed unnecessary to have | 


any committee set up. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 27, to leave out Sub- 


section (2).”—(M7. Levy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
of Sub-section (2) to the word ‘appointed,’ 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentine, Viscount 
Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffield 


Wilker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| 


Wrigntson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Young, Samuel 


Walter 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs, Sir 
Aexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


in page 3, line 28, stand part of the 


clause.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he would 
/remind the hon. Member that there were 
county licensing committees, and it was 
necessary that power should be delegated 
to the committees which would be set up 
| under this Bill. Already under Clause 4 
certain powers had been transferred to 
| the committees. He thought the hon. 
Member would quite see that it would be 
‘impossible for the quarter sessions pro. 
| perly to supervise all the questions with 
| which the committees would have to deal 


relating to renewal. 


| 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to 
| the House. 


| 
' Committee 
| 
| again to-morrow. 


report Progress; to sit 


| 


COUNTY OF SUFFOLK BILL. 

| Ordered, That Mr. Goddard be dis- 
“charged, and that Mr. Soames be added 
‘to the Select Committee.—(Sir A. Acland- 
_ Hood.) 


| Adjourned at three minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 











_ : 
An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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1457 Returns, 
ILOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 13th July, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


Skipton Water and Improvement Bill; 
Soothill Nether Urban District Tramways 
Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


De Trafford Estate Bill [Lords]; Ilford 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Report from the Committee that they 
had divided the Bill into two Bills :— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill (comprising the Hartlepool 
and Waterford Orders) ; and 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill (comprising the Islay Order), 
pursuant to Standing Order 2084, brought 
up, and read. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. Reported, with Amendments 


[Provisional Orders confirmed] [Title 
amended]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING BILL. 


{13 Juty 1904} 
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| Blackburn ; Bozeat ; Chorlton cum 
Hardy; Clacton on sea; Earl’s Barton; 
Edinburgh; Enfield; Finedon; Heaton 
| Mersey; ~ Heaton Moor; Hounslow; 
| Irchester; Levenshulme; Little Harrow- 
den; Liverpool; London (N.W.); Louth; 
Lunesdale ; Mangotsfield ; New Brighton; 
Newcastle on Tyne (three); Oldbury; 
Ottery St. Mary; Pegswood; Reddish; 
Rosset ; St. Margaret’s ; Scunthorpe ; 
South Somercotes ; Stafford ; Stalling- 
borough ; Sturminster Marshall; Welling- 
borough; Wilington; Wimborne; Win- 
terton; Wollaston; and Woodside ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


STREET BETTING BILL [Lorps]. 


Petition from Dundee, for alteration; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VALUATION BILL. 


Petition from Eastbourne, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897. 
Petitions for alteration of Law; from 
Barnsley; Jarrow; and Wood Green ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Paper [presented 12th July] to be 
| printed. [No. 173.] 

| SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 1888. 


Paper [presented 12th July] to be 
| printed. [No. 248.] 


| sia 
| 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

| Copy presented, of Colonial Report, 
| No. 420 (St. Helena, Annual Report for 
| 1903) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


RAILWAY (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 


Copy presented, of Return by Rail- 
| way Companies of the United Kingdom 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|for the six months ending the 31st 


Petitions against; from Aberchirder; | December, 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
Barnoldby le Beck; Barrow on Humber; 


VOL. CXXXVII. 


[FourrH SerRtEs.] 


‘ upon the Table. 
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1459 Questions. 
GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consents of the Melbourn Rural District 
Council and the Meldreth and Shepreth 
Parish Councils in the case of the Mel- 
dreth and Melbourn District Gas and 
Water Provisional Order [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 249.] 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consent of the Little Stambridge Parish 
Meeting in the case of the Rochford Gas 
Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 250.] 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented. of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consent of the Cheshunt Urban District 
Council in the case of the Waltham 
Abbey and Cheshunt Gas Provisional 
Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
and to be printed. [No. 251.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 9th July. 1904, declaring that 
George J. Stuck, Skilled Labourer, Royal 
Laboratory, War Office, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT SHIPS BILL. 

Copy ordered, “‘of Memorandum ex- 
planatory of the Provisions of the 
Government Ships Bill.”"—(Mr. Prety- 
man.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and tobe printed. [No. 
252. ] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lorps]}. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
Lords].”,—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 3) 
BILL [Lorps], 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
(Lords].”"—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA.- 
TION BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
[Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
{Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].” 
—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


Questions. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 2) BILL [Lorps], 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memcrandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
2) Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 4) BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provicional Orders included in 
the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No, 6) BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
6) Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Degree of Bachelor of Arts. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the total number of candidates from the 
Queen’s Colleges of Belfast, Cork, «nd 
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Galway, and Magee College, Derry, who! dates for the degree when entering for 
have taken the degree of B.A. at the | the examination are requested, however. 
Royal University during the past five to state on their entry forms the names 
years; and the total number from Kelvin | of any institutions at which they may 
House, Belfast, who have done so during | have been prepared for the exam{nations, 


the same period. 


/and from these statements the following 
| returns have been made :— 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The | 
Royal University is precluded from taking | B.A. Degree. 
cognisance, by way of qualification, of | Candidates have passed the examina- 
the places of education of candidates for | tion for this degree from the under- 
the B.A. Degree Examination. Candi- | mentioned institutions as follows :— 





| In 1399. 


Queen’s College, Belfast. | 29 
Queen’s College, Cork . | 4 
Queen’s College, Galway | 7 
Magee College, Londonderry | 3 
Kelvin House, Belfast ; 18 
Queen’s College and Kelvin 

House, Belfast . ‘ ‘ + 


Queen’s College, Belfast, and 
Magee College, London- 
derry.. i P _ | — 











| 
| 
| In 1990. | In 1901. | In 1902. In 1903. 
| _ | ts _ 
i 
17 17 9 13 
| 
3 | 4 8 3 
4 | 7 8 7 
| 
1 4 4 7 
i9 | 15 25 19 
| | 
| 5 | 6 2 2 
| 
| | 
ee | 1 I 
| } 








Increase of Pauperism in the Large 
Parishes of Scotland. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- 
gow, Camlachie): To ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether the Local 
Government Board are aware that, 
during the last ten years, there has been 


a steady increase in the number of out- | 


door and indoor poor in some of the 
larg» burghal parishes of Scotland and a 
consequent increase in the cost of their 
maintenance; and whether, looking to 
the state of trade during these years, the 
Board will consider the subject and devise 
some means of arriving at the causes 
which have contributed towards the 
result by appointing a Departmental or 


other Committee to inquire into the con- | 


ditions under which poor relief is granted 
in the different parishes in Scotland. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The attention of the Local Government 


| Board has been drawn to the increase of 

pauperism in the large parishes, and they 
| are at present engaged in collecting infor- 
| mation as to the causes. 


British Naval Display in the Streets of 
Rome. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
| state under what circumstances was a 
/naval display carried out in the streets 
of Rome on Sunday, 19th June last ; how 

many men of the Mediterranean squadron 
'took part in it; who is responsible for 
the display; and had it the sanction of 
' the Italian Government. 
| (Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
| Admiralty have no information as to any 
| naval display having been carried out in 
| the streets of Rome on 19th June. The 
| Commander in Chief reports that during 
‘the visit of the Fleet to Civita Vecchia. 


3L2 











1463 


between the 15th and 22nd June, leave 
to visit Rome was given to all men of 
good character who wished to go there, 
and that large numbers availed them- 
selves of the opportunity. 


Questions. 


Appointment of Telegraph Boys to Rural 
Telegraph Offices. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): To ask tke Pcestmaster-General 
whether it is proposed to appoint tele- 
graph boys in all the rural postal telegraph 
offices; and, if so, whether, in view or 
the scale of remuneration received by 
rural postmasters, such appointments 
may either be made by the postmasters 
themselves or such messengers shall be 
selected from the postmaster’s family 
wherever that is possible. ; 

(Answered by Lord Stan'vy.) Ut is not 
proposed to appoint regular telegraph 
messengers at all rural telegraph offices, 
but only at offices where they are found 
to be warranted. At offices where 
regular telegraph messengers are em- 
p'oyed the boys are selected by the post- 
nasters, subject to the approval of the 
district surveyor. At offices at which 
regular messengers are not employed it is 
not unusual for the delivery of telegrams 
to be made by members of the sub-post- 
master’s family. 


Teaching of Hygiene in Schools. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monagian, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education if his attention has been 
drawn to the recommendations of the 
deputation which waited, on Monday 
last, on the Marquess of Londonderry at 
the Education Office, on the importance 
of teaching elementary hygiene in the 
public schools of the country; and if. 
pending a comprehensive scheme of 
instruction in niatters relating to public 
health, he will direct that the ten sanitary 
laws detailed by the President of the 
British Medical Association shall be 
tabulated and hung up in a prominent 
place in each school in Great Britain and 
Treland. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board of Education are considering by 
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Questions. 


what methods the satisfactory teaching 
of elementary hygiene may be best secured 
in the schools of the country. Amongst 
other things it is essential that the 
instruction should be given by properly 
qualified teachers. I am doubtful as to 
the educational value of the method pro- 
posed by the hon. Member. I must 
remind the hon. Member that the powers 
of the Board only extend to England and 
Wales. 


Local Education Fund-- Use of Surplus 
Money where Endowment Exceeds 
Education Rate. 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education if they 
have decided what course should he 


pursued by a county council under 
Section 13, Sub-section 2, of the Edu- 
cation Act, 1902, when the moneys 


arising in any given year from an endow- 
ment, “which is to be credited in aid of the 
rate in any parish, exceed the total annual 
amount raised by rate for the purposes 
of public elementary education in that 
parish ; and if the Education Office has 
decided that the overseers of the parish 
are to apply the residue in aid of 
purposes other than education for which 
the poor rate is levied in the parish 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
The Board have not had occasion to give 
a decision on the point referred to in the 
question, though it has been incidentally 
raised in a few cases, and it is doubtful 
whether they are competent to decide it 
authoritatively. As at present advised, 
the Board consider that the proper 
course is for the trustees to apply to the 
Board, who will consult with the loc 
education authority, for a scheme under 
the Charitable Trusts Acts to provide for 
the application of the surplus income 
remaining after defraying the education 
rate in the parish or parishes served by 
the school to educational purposes. 


Naval Works at Rosyth. 
Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
To ask the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty whether the projected 


‘naval works at Roseneath are being 


sprang 


eset 
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pushed forward or are stopped; and 
whether, in view of the fact that Rose- 
neath forms the only naval base in the 
North Sea, such works will be continued 
with the least possible delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) I pre- 
sume Rosyth is intended. Good progress 
is being made with the necessary pre- 
liminary works and preparation of plans 
and estimates. It has not yet been 
possible to present a total Estimate to 


Parliament, and consequently money is | 


not yet available for pushing on with the 
scheme. No delay, however, has 
occurred, and there has been no change 
of policy with regard to this project. 


main 


German Officers’ Visit to Devonport — 
Photographing Fortifications, Etc. 


Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU: To ask the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
German naval officers have photographed 
the fortifications and the dockyard at 
Devonport ; and, if so, whether he pro- 


poses to take any action in the matter in | 


the interests of our national defence ; and 


will he say whether like facilities are 


granted to British officers in German 
naval ports. 

(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) 
Nothing is known of the occurrence 


referred to in the Question, but if any- 
thing of an improper nature had taken 
place it would have been reported by the 
responsible authorities. 


National Expenditure for 1903-4. 


Mr. MeKENNA (Mo.imouthshire, N.): | 


To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can give under the cvstomary 
headings the actual expe iditure for the 
vear ending 31st March, 1904. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
It is not Member 
means by ‘actual expenditure under the 
customary headings.” ‘+ Actual expendi- 


clear what the hon. 


ture” is generally hell to be the sime as 
audited expenditure, the figures for which 
will not be available ust’) the Apprep ia- 
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tion Accounts are published next spring. 
The amounts issued from the Exchequer 
to meet expenditure for last year have 
been given in the Budget Statement 
under the main heads, and the amounts 
so issued to the vario 1s Civil Departments 
are givenin the Annual Finance Accounts, 
which are being delivered to-day. 





| 


Revenue from Additional Duty on Goods 
Removed from Bond. 


Mr. LOUGH (Isliigton, W.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer what is 
the total amotra vt revenue derived by 
the Customs from the charge of 5s. 
additional per £100 of duty paid o1 
dutiable goods removed from a Custom: 
warehouse, and what amount of the total 


sum was realised from each article in the 
financial year ending the 3lst March, 
1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The total amount derived by the Customs 
in the financial year 1903-4 from the 
statutory charge of 5s. per £100 of duty 
| paid on goods cleared from Customs 

was £30,797, made up as 
follows, viz. :— 





| warehouses 





£ 

Oa chicory, cecoa, and coffee. 793 

On dried fruit 876 

Oa spirits, foreign 8,218 

Onn tea 16,259 

On wine 1,774 
; On sugar, etc. 2,877 
| 

Total 


£30,797 


Note.-~ These amounts do not include 
ithe charge. on Customs goods cleared 
' from Excise warehouses (which are not 
| referred to the Question), nor do they in- 
| clude £14,151 derived from the similar 
| statutory charge of 2s. 6d. per ceat. on 
| tobacco. 
| 
| 


Tibet Expedition—Relief of India of 
ost Involved. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
| shire, W.): To ask the Secretarv of State 
' for India whethe~, looking to the Imperial 
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character which the expedition into Tibet 
has assumed, he will move His Majesty’s 
Government to relieve India of the cost 
involved. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Answer is in the The 
Tibetan question is essentially an Indian 
1 iterest. 


negative. 


Salary of Dr. Collins. of Ballinasloe. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will explain why the Local 
Government Board for Ireland have 
refused to sanction the increase of salary 
granted to Dr. Collins, of Ballinasloe, 
seeing that this officer has had thirteen 
vears service without a complaint; that 
his salary is now £15 a year less than it 
was when he was first appointed; and 
that the Local Government Board have 
quite recently sanctioned a salary of 
£150 to a medical officer of a much 
smaller dispensary district in the same 
neighbourhood. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) In 
answer to the first part of the Question, 
I refer to my reply to the similar 
Question of Wednesday last by the hon. 
Member for East Galway.t Dr. Collins 
was appointed dispensary medical 
officer in 1891, at a salary of £112 a year. 
His present salary is £120 a year, together 
with a small annual payment as ¢ ompensa - 
tion for reduction of income arising 
out of the operation of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898. The district referred 
to at the end of the Question is wholly 
rural, and affords small scope for private 
practice. Dr. Collins resides in the town 
of Ballinasloe, and has good opportunities 
for private practice. 


Salary of Teacher of Victoria Street 
National School, Lurgan. 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Com- 


t See page 800. 
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missioners of National Education have 
received a statement of the case of the 
principal teacher of Victoria Street 
National School, Lurgan (District 11, Roli 
No. 15,020), in which it is shown that 
the new system of fixed salaries. 
introduced in 1900, owing to the rapid 
increase in the average attendance, has 
resulted in a loss to the teacher of over 
£60 in the first three years, and that a 
teacher of the same service, standing, and 
qualifications, and the same average 
attendance, but whose attendance during 
the three years was normal, would receive 
about £900 more in salary before being 
pensioned than the teacher of the 
Victoria Street Schoo! ; and, if so, whether 
in view of the statement of the Resident 
Commissioner that no teacher would lose 
a single penny by the change, the Com- 
missioners, under Rule 200 ( (111.) or other: 
wise, will give special consideration to 
this case, and increase the remuneration 
of the teacher to correspond with the 
increased attendance of the 
school. 


average 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The Com- 
missioners do not admit the loss of income 
alleged by this teacher. On fixing his 
income under the present system the fact 
that the average attendance at the school 
was increasing rapidiy was taken into 
consideration, and he was allowed not 
merely the average of his receipts for 
the three years ended 31st March, 1900, 
as his initial salary under the new system, 
but he got the benefit of Rule 200 (111.) 
and was allowed a * normal” income of 
£100 perannum. This “normal” income 
represented the estimated value of his 
position at the time on the supposition 
that the old system of payments remained 
inforce. The abolition of the old system 
of payments has resulted in an in- 
crease of the actual payments to 
national teachers generally of more than 
£40,000 per annum in three years. The 
teacher referred to was promoted to the 
second grade from Ist Apri), 1903, which 
carried with it an increased salary of £7 
per annum. He is eligible for further 
triennial increases of good-service salary 
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according to the prescribed scale and also 
for promotion, by which it is possible for 
him to reach an income of £175 per annum 
exclusive of the annual capitation pay- 
ment from the school grant under the 
Irish Education Act, 1892, which payment 
is augmented by any increase in his 
average. His prospects are much better 
in every way under the new system than 
under the old. No such unqualified 
promise was given by the Resident Com- 
missioner in regard to the salaries of 
teachers as stated in the Question. 


Questions. 


Army—Men with less than Five Years 
to serve. 


CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.) 
To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can give the number of men with less 


than five years yet to serve in the 
following regiments, batteries, and 


battalions which will proceed to India 
during the next trooping s4ason: 13th 
Hussars; 19th, 20th. and 2&th Batteries 
of Field Artillery; 62nd, 64th. 77th, and 
8lst Companies of Garrison Artillery; 
2nd Battalion Royal Fusiliers; 2nd 
Battalion Cheshire Regiment; Ist Bat- 
talion Royal Irish Regiment; Ist Bat- 
talion Highland Light Infantry; Ist 
Battalion Manchester Regiment; and 
also, as regards draits, for ever. regiment, 
battery, and battalion in India that will 
require them during the next trooping 


Royal Artillery 


{13 Juty 1904} 
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season, and which drafts will be found 
from their groups in the case of cavalry 
and artillery, and in the case of infantry 
from their linked battalions, can he state 
the proportion of men with more than five 
years yet to Serve. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The number of men with less 
than five vears vet to serve in the following 
regiments. batteries, and battalions which 
will proceed to India during the next 
trooping season, is as follows :— 


13th Hussars - - 401 
19th Battery Royal Field Astley 134 
20th y a ss li4 
28th 124 
No. 62 Company Royal Garrison 
Artillery - - - - 102 
No. 64 A be , 106 
No. 77 - Hs ss bal 
No. 81 . 100 
2nd Battalion Royal Fusiliers - §37 
2nd Cheshire Regiment - 515 
Ist Royal Irish Regi- 
ment - - - - - 708 
Ist Battalion Highland Light In- 
fantrv - - - - - 809 
Ist Battalion Manchester Regiment 639 


The number of men with more than five 
vears to serve in each unit or group 
finding Indian drafts this trooping season, 
and the draft required in each are as 
follows :— 


Drafts. 





Number in unit 
supplying drafts with 
more than five years 

yet to serve. 


Draft 
required. 





{ Group 


Group 


Royal Horse Artillery - 


Royal Field Artillery - - 


. 


Group 
| 
Royal Garrison Artillery (includ- 
ing Mountain Batteries) 


or 


? 





l - 71 250 
2 - 104 185 
| - 79 264 
2 - 165 315 
3 : 141 316 
4 - FYI 401 
5 - 148 265 
6 - 156 263 
7 -{ 113 426 
1 -| 159 100 
2 - 148 185 
3 -| 136 163 
4 -| 154 107 
5 -| 114 129 
6 -| 121 123 
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Cavalry and Infantry Drafts. I 
: ; , \ 
| Number in unit 
Draft supplying drafts with t 
required. | more than five years zx 
| yet to serve. » | 
| ; 
| t 
6th Dragoon Guards - - - - : i 5D 111 ' 
Ist Dragoons — - - - - - - - 36 | 76 ( 
3rd Hussars - - - - - - - 37 167 
4th Hussars - - - - - - 66 139 
Royal Scots 2nd Battalion | 224 135 
Royal West Surrey Ist +3 200 99 | 
Royal Lancaster Ist s 169 | 74 
Royal Warwickshire Ist i 207 17 ‘ 
Liverpool Ist 5 199 78 
Lincolnshire Ist ms 225 94 ( 
Suffolk 2nd_sSCi,, 27 112 
Somersetshire Light Infantry Ist S 188 83 
West Yorkshire Ist e 191 89 
East Yorkshire Ist s 207 | 103 ( 
Bedfordshire Ist ss 270 =| 69 
Leicestershire Ist & | 105 | 169 | 
Yorkshire 2nd as | a 94 | 
Royal Scots Fusiliers Ist i 263 | 77 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers  — 199 | 81 
South Wales Borderers Ist in 270 =| 74 | 
King’s Own Scottish Borderers a 223 39 me 
Scottish Rifles Ist - 201 | 70 a 
Gloucestershire Ist Pe 156 57 3 
East Lancashire 2nd Y 285 | 88 | 
East Surrey 2nd iS | 158 | 141 
West Riding 2nd = 194 | 68 
Royal Sussex Ist 5 92 | 217 
South Staffordshire 2nd 185 101 
Dorsetshire Ist - 194 76 
South Lancash‘re Ist " 259 | 99 
Welsh 2nd ¥ 232 «CI 63. 
Royal Highlanders 2nd . 93. 9] 
Oxfordshire Light Infantry Ist i 124 | 124 
Essex Ist a it | 105 
Northamptonshire Ist is 266 | 65 
Shropshire Light Infantry 2nd _—ss,, 126 | 52 
Middlesex ae } 197 | 62 
King’s Royal Rifles 2nd | 107 | 84 
Wiltshire Ist ” | 225 | 90 
North Staffordshire 2nd, | 165 | 112 
York and Lancaster Ist 55 192 | 76 
Durham Light Infantry Ist - 185 62 
Seaforth Highlanders Ist ms 80 | 78 
Gordon Highlanders 2nd - 168 110 
Royal Irish Rifles Ist a 195 88 
Royal Irish Fusiliers 2nd A 319 7 
Connaught Rangers 2nd 147 119 
Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders 2nd __,, | 190 90 
Royal Munster Fusiliers Ist . | 176 142 
| 
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1473 Questions. 


W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the 


the details of the military operations 
which resultcd about a vear ago in the 
capture of Burmi in Northern Niger.a, 
and the death of the ex-Amir of Sokoto, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 


{13 Jury 1904} 


Military Operations in Northern Nigeria. | 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aterdeenshire, | 


further | 
despatch, expected two months and a! 
half ago at an ca:ly dat», has been re-| 
veived ; and whether he can make putlic | 


The publication of the details of the | 
military operations in question is at pre- | 


sent under consideration, 


Crime in Ceylon—Transportation instead 
of Capital Punishment. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will consider the 
advisability of substituting transporta- 
tion to the Andaman Islands in cases of 
murder and serious crime in Ceylon, in 
view of the increase in cases of murder 
and manslaughter, as proved by Major de 
Wilton’s Report on Prisons, Colombo, in 
his official Report, as various authorities 
have declared that such transportation 
would prove a greater deterrent than the 
taking oi life. 


(Answered by Mr. Scerctary Lyttelton.) 
The question of transporting convicts 
from Ceylon to the Andaman Islands has 
been yaised on various occasions; and 
though I will give the matter further 
consideration I am not, as at present 
advised, prepared to reconsider the 
decision of my predecessors, which has 
been adverse to the proposal. 


Construction of Malay Peninsula Railway. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
burv): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether a convention has 
been concluded with the Sultan of Johore 
for the construction by the F:derated 
Malay Statcs of the last section of the 
Malay Peninsula privat? line of railway 
irom a point on the main land oprosite 
Penang to a point opposite Singarore; 
and, if not, whether an arrangement, 
described by Sir Frank Swettenham, of 
such vital importance to the Straits 
Settlements and the Protected Malay 
States, will be much longer delayed. 
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Questions. 


(Answerea oy Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) A 
convention providing {or the construction 
by the Federated Malay Stats of @ 
railway through Johor*in continuation 
of the main trunk Ine through those 
S:ates was signed on tie 11th instant. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Admiralty Contractors and Trades 
Unionism. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he will make inquiry 


jinto the alleged discharge by Messrs. 


Lysaght, of Bristol, Government con- 


| tractors, of workmen on account of their 


membership of a trade union, during the 
continuance of a running contract; and 
whether, if this be so, it is not a violation 
of the pledge given by Sir John Hibbert 
and the hon. Member for Poplar, on 
behalf of the Government, on 3rd August, 
1893, in interpretation of the Fair Wages 
Resolution. 


Tue SECRETARY ro tae ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Inquiry has been made and 
Messrs. Lysaght state that the discharges 
referred to were due to shortness of 
orders, but that a preference was shown 
to non-union men. It is difficult to say 
whether this constitutes any breach 
of the undertaking referred to in the 
sccond part of the Question, but the 
Admiralty are prepared to do wnat taey 
can to prevent any preferenc> being 
shown by contractors as between unionists 
and non-un on's‘s. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: May I 
as the hon. Gentleman whcther on 
behalf of his Department he will make 
inquiry, or rather caus» inquiry to be 
made, into the facts which are alleged in 
the Question, viz., that unionists were 
discharged on account of their member- 
ship of a trades union. I am prepared 
to bring evidence in support of that. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Any evidence the 
hon. Member dcsircs to put before the 
Admiralty will have most careful con- 
sidc ration, and inquiry will of course be 
made. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): What has been the form 
of the inquiry ! Has it been personal or 
by correspondence ! 


Mr. PRETYMAN: As I indicated in 
my Answer, Messrs. Lysaght have been 
asked for an explanation, and the one 
they supplied I have communicated to 
the House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: If my hon. | 


friend brings evidence. as he says he is 

g om 
prepared to do, will the hon. Gentleman 
make personal inquiry ! 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): And will he make inquiry 
from the officials of the unions to which 
the men discharged belong ? 


‘COMMONS} 





&*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
hon. Member has said he will make | 
inquiry. | 


War Office Contractors and Trades 
Unionism. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will make ingu‘ry 
into the alleged discharge by Messrs. 
Lysaght, of Bristol, Government contrac- 
tors, of workmen, on account of their 
membership of a trade union, during the 
continuance of a running contract; 
whether, if this be so. it is a violation of 
the pledge given by Sir John Hibbert and 
the hon. Member for Poplar, on behalf of 
the Government, on 3rd August, 1893, in 
interpretation of the Fair Wages Resolu- 
tion. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BRomLEy 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): 
Inasmuch as no instructions were issued 
tothe War Office consequent upon the 
debate referred to, it would appear that 
the promise then given was not intended 
to apply to the War Department. The 
Department, however, does not reco znise 
nor approve of any preference for or 
against trades unionists as such, and I 
am willing to ayree that measures shall be 
taken to prevent contractors engaged upon 
War Office work from dismissing men 
solely for the reason that they are or are 
not members of a trade union. 
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Questions. 


Army Horses and Epizootic Lymphangitis. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether horses belonging to the Woolwich 
Garrison are suffering or have recently 
suffered from epizootic lymphangitis; 
and whether it is proposed to employ 
any of the horses from this garrison on 
manceuvres. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 
There are at present forty-four horses 
suffering from epizootic lymphangitis in 
the Woolwich Garrison, of which twenty- 
seven are convalescent and seventeen 
still und2r treatment. No horses will be 
taken to the manceuvres from units which 
have had a case of lymphangitis within 
two months of the date of the commence- 


ment of the manceuvres. 


Chinese Coolies in the Transvaal— 
Desertions from the Compounds. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies how many Chinese 
coolies have deserted fro the Transvaal! 
mines on which they were employed; 
whether all who escaped have been 
arrested; whether any have been charged 
before a magistrate, and whether any 
punishments have been inflicted ; whether 
any persons have been charged, under the 
provisions of the Labour Importation 
Ordinance, with the offence of harbouring 
or concealing an escaped labourer; and, 
if he has no information on these points, 
whether he will ask Lord Milner for 
particulars. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Pap>r— 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is now in a position 
to make any statement relative to the 
desertion of two Chinese coolies from the 
New Comet Mine at Johannesburg, and 
the desertion of fifteen coolies on the way 
to Pretoria; and, if not, whether he wi! 
ask for particulars from Lord Milner. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not re- 
ceived information on these points, but I 
have already stated that I wili ask Loid 
Milner for particulars. 


NT Lae 
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When will the right hon. Gentleman ask 
Lord Milner for particulars ? I have been 
asking that for the last ten days. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: 
vritten yesterday. 


The letter was 


Treatment of Chinese Coolies on Landing 
in South Africa. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Seeretary of State for the Colonies if he 
has yet received the despatch from 
Lord Milner, asked for by cable on 23rd 
June, relative to the arrival and landing 
at Durban of coolies from the steamship 
* Tweeddale’’ and their transmission to 
Johannesburg; and, if so, whether he 
will state the terms of Lord Milner’s 
report. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not yet 


received the despatch in question. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: 
expect it? 


Wh:n may we 


Mr. LYTTELTON: In about a month 
irom the 25th June. 


Administration of Native Affairs in the 
Transvaal. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Department of Native Affairs 
in the Transvaal is now being reduced ; 
whether the services of three out of six 
Native Commissioners have been dis- 
pensed with; and whether the functions 
of the Native Commissioners are being 
entrusted to the resident magistrates ; 
and, if so, will he state what steps His 
Majesty’s Government took before 
sanctioning these arrangements to satisfy 
itself that they are not prejudical to the 
interests of the native population in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Owing to the 
necessity of dealing with a large native 
population scattered and unsettled by 
war, a larger establishment was created 
at first than will be required in 
normal conditions, and, to avoid over- 
lapping, some reductions are taking 
place. The necessity of sympathetic 
administration by magistrates iully 


{13 Juty 1904} 
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qualified by experience is. 1 am aware, 
fully appreciated by Lord Milner. 


Tithe Reform in Macedonia. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): | 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the schemes 
of tithe reform, stated to have been 
adopted by the Porte for application to 
certain villages in Macedonia, embrace 
control by the Civil Assessers or European 
officers. 


Tae UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, S.): Two schemes of tithe 
reform have been under consideration, 
but we are not aware that a final decision 
has yet been arrived at. 


Swiss Lace sold at Nice as Irish. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement in the Nice Consular Report 
that lace made in Switzerland is sold at 
Nice as Irish-made lace; and whether he 
proposes to take anv, and, if so, wha* 
steps to safeguard the interests of this 
Irish industry. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLtp Baurour, Leeds 
Central): I have seen a state nent in the 
Report of His Majesty’s Consul at Nice 
that Irish lace appears to be counter- 
feited at St. Gallin Sw.tzerland. Inquiries 
will be made en the subject. 


Statistical Abstract of the United 
ingdom. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dund-e): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
why the Statistical Abstract of the 
United Kinzdom for the year ending 
December, 1902, was only issued on 9th 
September, 1903; why the Abstract for 
the year 1903 has not yet tcen issued; 
and whether there is any prospect of its 
being available on an early day. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The date 
of issue of the Statistical Abstract depends 
on the date of receipt by the Board of 
Trade of the particulars supplied to them 
for the purpose by other Departments 
including the financia! statements for the 
year ending 31st March. It is hopad 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): What has been the form 
of the inquiry ! Has it been personal or 
by correspondence 4 


Mr. PRETYMAN: As I indicated in 
my Answer, Messrs. Lysaght have been 
asked for an explanation, and the one 
they supplied I have communicated to 
the House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: If my hon. 
friend brings evidence. as he says he is 
prepared to do, will the hon. Gentleman 
make personal inquiry ! 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): And will he make inquiry 
from the officials of the unions to which 
the men discharged belong ? 


&*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
hon. Member has said he will make 
inquiry. 


War Office Contractors and Trades 
Unionism. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: ‘ 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he will make inquiry 
into the alleged discharge by Messrs. 
Lysaght, of Bristo!, Government contrac- 
tors, of workmen, on account of their 
membership of a trade union, during the 
continuance of a running contract; 
whether, if this be so. it is a violation of 
the pledge given by Sir John Hibbert and 
the hon. Member for Poplar, on behalf of 


the Government, on 3rd August, 1893, in | 


interpretation of the Fair Wages Resolu- 
tion. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BRomLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): 
Inasmuch as no instructions were issued 
tothe War Office consequent upon the 
debate referred to. it would appear that 
the promise then given was not intended 
to apply to the War Department. The 
Department, however, does not reco znise 
nor approve of any preference for or 
against trades unionists as such. and I 
am willing to ayree that measures shall be 
taken to prevent contractors engaged upon 
War Office work from dismissing men 
solely for the reason that they are or are 
not members of a trade union. 
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Questions. 


Army Horses and Epizootic Lymphangitis. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether horses belonging to the Woolwich 
Garrison are suffering or have recently 
suffered from epizootic lymphangitis; 
and whether it is proposed to employ 
any of the horses from this garrison on 
manceuvres. 





Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 
There are at present forty-four horses 
suffering from epizootic lymphangitis in 
the Woolwich Garrison, of which twenty- 
seven are convalescent and seventeen 
still under treatment. No horses will be 
taken to the manceuvres from units which 
have had a case of lymphangitis within 
| two months of the date of the commence- 


| 


| ment of the manceuvres. 





Chinese Coolies in the Transvaal— 
Desertions from the Compounds. 


| Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
| Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Colonies how many Chinese 
| coolies have deserted fro the Transvaal! 
;mines on which they were employed; 
| whether all who escaped have been 
arrested; whether any have been charged 
before a magistrate, and whether any 
punishments have been inflicted ; wh -ther 
any persons have been charged, under the 
provisions of the Labour Importation 
Ordinance, with the offence of harbouring 
or concealing an escaped labourer; and, 
if he has no information on these points, 
whether he will ask Lord Milner for 
particulars, 





| The following Question also appeared 
| on the Pap>r— 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is now in a position 
to make any statement relative to th 
desertion of two Chinese coolies from the 
New Comet Mine at Johannesburg, and 
the desertion of fifteen coolies on the way 
to Pretoria; and, if not, whether he wi!! 
ask for particulars from Lord Milner. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not re- 
ceived information on these points, but I 
have already stated that I wili ask Lord 
Milner for particulars. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
When will the right hon. Gentleman ask 
Lord Milner for particulars I have been 
asking that for the last ten days. 


Questions. 


letter was 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The 


vritten yesterday. 


Treatment of Chinese Coolies on Landing 
in South Africa. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
has yet received the despatch from 
Lord Milner, asked for by cable on 23rd 
June, relative to the arrival and landing 
at Durban of coolies from the steamship 
* Tweeddale’’ and their transmission to 
Johannesburg; and, if so, whether he 
will state the terms of Lord Milner’s 
report. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not 
received the despatch in question. 


yet 


Dr. MACNAMARA: 
expect it ? 


When may we 


Mr. LYTTELTON : In about a month 
irom the 25th June. 


Administration of Native Affairs in the 
Transvaal. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Department of Native Affairs 
in the Transvaal is now being reduced ; 
whether the services of three out of six 
Native Commissioners have been dis- 
pensed with ; and whether the functions 
of the Native Commissioners are being 
entrusted to the resident magistrates ; 
and, if so, will he state what steps His 
Majesty’s Government took before 
sanctioning these arrangements to satisfy 
itself that they are not prejudical to the 
interests of the native population in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Owing to the 
necessity of dealing with a large native 
population scattered and unsettled by 
war, a larger establishment was created 
at first than will be required in 
normal conditions, and, to avoid over- 
lapping, some reductions are taking 
place. The necessity of sympathetic 
by magistrates fully 


administration 
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qualified by experience is, | am aware, 
fully appreciated by Lord Milner. 


Tithe Reform in Macedonia. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): | 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the schemes 
of tithe reform, stated to have been 
adopted by the Porte for application to 
certain villages in Macedonia, embrace 
control by the Civil Assessors or Buropean 
officers. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) : Two schemes of tithe 
reform have been unde: consideration, 
but we are not aware that a final decision 
has yet been arrived at. 


Swiss Lace sold at Nice as Irish. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement in the Nice Consular Report 
that lace made in Switzerland is sold at 
Nice as Irish-made lace; and whether he 
proposes to take any, and, if so, wha‘ 
steps to safeguard the interests of this 
Irish industry. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Baurour, Leeds 
Central): I have seen a state nent in the 
Report of His Majesty’s Consul at Nice 
that Irish lace appears to be counter- 
feited at St. Gallin Switzerland. Inquiries 
will be made on the subject. 


Statistical Abstract of the United 
Kingdom. 

Str JOHN LENG (Dund»c): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
why the Statistical Abstract of the 
United Kingdom for the year ending 
December, 1902, was only issued on 9th 
September, 1903; why the Abstract for 
the vear 1903 has not yet tcen issued; 
and whether there is any prospect of its 
being available on an early day. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The date 
of issue of the Statistical Abstract depends 
on the date of receipt by the Board of 
Trade of the particulars supplied to them 
for the purpose by other Departments 
including the financia! statements for the 
year ending 3lst March. It is hoped 
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that the Abstract may be published in 
August this year, and every effort will be 
made to expedite its issue. 


‘Juestions. 


Borstal Convict Prison—Attack on 

arders. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
Home the Secretary of State for the 
Department whether his attention 
has been called to the circumstances 
attending the sentencing of a convict 
last Wednesday at Maidstone to twelve 
months further imprisonment with hard 
labour for an attack on a warder at 
Borstal Prison; whether he has noted 
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Ques‘ions. 


before a Julge of Assize. Though the 
situation of Bo stal makes the number 
of atte:.pts by convicts to escape some- 
what larger than at other prisons, the 
reports of violence Ly convicts during 
the last ten years have been fewer there 
than at other convict pr.sons, and in my 
opinion no inquiry into the discipline is 
called for. I am_ satisfied that the 
administration of the prison is well- 
conducted. 


Stir ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): Was this convict at Borstal one of 
the special starred class ? 


the fact that the prisoner stated that - 


the warder in question habitually kicked 
the food into the prisoner’s cell; and 
that on resenting this, he, the prisoncr, 
was beaten with staves by warders to an 
extent which necessitated the bandaging 
of his arm by the doctor; and whether, 
in view of this particular cas, and of 
the frequent attacks on wardcrs at, and 
attempted escapes from, Borstal du ing 
the last few years, he will order an 
inquiry into the who'e question of the 
conduct of Borstal Pr'son. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkErRs- 
Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): With 
regard to the first allegation to which 
the hon. Member refers, inquiry was made 
at the time and no reason was found for 
believing what the convict said as to the 
manner in which his food was served to 
him. As a matter of fact, the warder 
he assauited was not in charge of his 
cell and did not serve his dinner. The 
convict’s second allegation is incorrect. 
When brought into the prison after arrest 
he complained of pain in his arm, and a 
cold-water bandage was applied by the 
medical officer; but the injury, if any, 
was caused in the struggle to stop the 
assault and effect the arrest, and had 
nothing to do with the service of his 
food. Assaults on prison warders ave 
unfortunately inevitable incidents of any 
large convict establishment where large 
bodies of criminals—many of them 
violent and desperate men—have to te 
kept in association under the control of 
a small kody of warders. The assault 
to which the hon. Member refers was a 
murderous on2, and could onlv be 
properly dealt with by being brought , 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I cannot 


say, but I will get the information. 


Birmingham Mint and Silver Coinage for 
the Crown Coloni7s. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


the Treasury what amount of silver 
coinage for the Crown Colonies has 
recently been sirucx at the Mint, 


Birmingham, and for what Colonies ; and 
whether any commission has been paid on 
the above coinage to th: Crown Agents 
for the Colonies. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): No silver coinage 
for the Crown Colonies has been struck at 
the Mint, Birmingham, for upwards of 
four years, 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): Has any commission been 
paid to the Crown Agents? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: No. Sir. 


No coinage, has been struck. 
Mr. MARKHAM: Not copper coinage ! 
[No Answer was returned. ] 


Fraudulent Whisky. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): [beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he will consider the advisability of in 
future separating in the annual Revenue 
Returns the quantities of pot-still whisky 
distilled in Ireland and Scotland as dis- 
tinguished f.om patent spirits distilled in 
Ireland, Scot!and, and England, with a 
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view to facilitating the work of inspectors 
in prosecuting under the Food and Drugs 
Act the owners of ted houses who 
fravdulently compel their tenants to sell 
English patent spirit as genuine Irish and 
Seotch whisky. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Returns of the Inland Revenue Depa:t- 
ment do not distinguish between pot-still 
and patent-still spirit, the difference 
being one that has no bearing upon the 
levying of duty; nor do I think that 
such information, even if obtainable in 
future, would facilitate identification of 
spirits after they have left the control of 
the Inland Revensze and when they are 
on sale by retailers. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Am to understand 
that the Governm=nt actually do nothing 
to prevent the sale of English patent 
spirit as Scotc’ or Irish whisky ? 


{No Answer was returned. ] 


Whisky in Bond. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if all home 
made spirits, whether Irish whisky, 
Scotch whisky, blended whisky, patent 
spirits made in Scotland, Ireland, or 
Engiand, are permitted as plain British 
spirit; if the nature of the contents of 
all casks in bonded warehouses are known 
to the Revenue officials ; and, if so, will he 
consider the desirability of stating on the 
permits which are attached by the officials 
to all casks leaving bond what the 
contents actually are. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the affirmative 
and to the second in the negative. 
Accordingly, the third point mentioned 
by him does not arise. 


Forest Gate Barrack School. 

Mr. LOUGH (Isiington, W.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he is aware that the 
Wcst Ham Board of Guardians propose 
to purchase from the Poplar Guardians 
for the accommodation of the children at 
present housed in the West Ham Work- 
house Schools, the already condemned 
barrack school at Forest Gate ; and if he. 
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can give an assurance that such a step 
will not receive the sanction of the Loca' 
Government Board. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY to tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Gran: 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): J 
understand that the West Ham Guardians 
have been in communication with the 
Poplar Guardians on this subject, but 1 
have not at present had to determine 
whether the proposed purchase shou!d be 
sanctioned. If an application for sanction 
should be made to me I will give the 
matter careful consideration before 
arriving at a decision with regard to it. 


Mr. LOUGH: Can the purchase be 
made without the sanction of the Loca’ 
Government Board ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: No, Sir. 


Wages in the Post Office—Report of the 
Bradford Committee. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether the Bradfo-d Wages Com- 
mission Report will be laid upon the Tabl> 
of the House before the 15th July. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLeyY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): I 
propose to lay the Report of the Brad- 
ford Committee on the Table of th 
House on Friday. 


Irish Degree of Bachelor of Arts. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the total 
number of candidates from the Queen’s 
Colleges of Belfast, Cork, and Galway, 
and Magee College, Derry, who have 
taken the degree of B.A. at the Royal 
University during the past five years; 
and the total number from Kelvin House, 
Belfast, who have done so during the 
same period. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I have 
communicated this information to the 
hon. Member. It will also be printed 
with to-day’s Votes. 


Queen’s College, Belfast. 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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cf Ireland whether he can state the cost 
of the mosaics in the entrance hall of 
Queen’s College, Belfast, and in the 
brary, and of the organ placed in the 
examination hall; and whether, in view 
of the demand for further funds for 
science teaching and original research, 
he can state from what fund the cest of 
the mosaics and organ was defrayed. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
pavement (not mosaic) of the entrance 
hall and library cost £29, charged to the 
Vote for the maintenance of the Colleg». 
The organ was presented to the College 
by a Belfast family. 


Queen's College, Belfast, Scholarships. 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Irland whether h> can state if any 
scholarships have lapsed in Queen’s 
College, Belfast, during the past ten 
years; and, if so, whether he can state 
their value and to what purpose the 
money thus accruing has been applied. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Occasionally 
scholarships are not awarded at Belfast 
College, as in the case of all Colleges and 
Universitics. There is no available 
informat*on of the number and value of 
such scholarships. The disposal of 
monies accruing through their non-award 


is strictly regulated by the College 
statutes. 
*Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the reason 


because there are not sufficient capable 
stud ‘nts ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is one of the 


reasons. 


Estates Commissioners—Inspectors. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the number of inspectors employed 
under the Estates Commiss ners, the 
provinces from which they have been 
taken; and whether, without exception, 
they are Protestants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are twenty- 
two inspectors on the staff of the Estates 
Commissioners, all of whom had _ pre- 


viously been employed as assistant land , 


commissioners. Eleven resided in Ulster 
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at the time of their appointment as 
inspectors; seven in Leinster, and four 
in Munster. The Estates Commissioners 
have no knowledge of their religious 
denominations. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that a 
Parliamentary Return has been issued, 
giving a list of the Commissioners, an‘ 
that in each case the religion is stated ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
that. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): If the reiigion is stated in the 
Return how is it the information has not 
been supplied to the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 


I am not aware 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 
that it is so stated. 


Lettir (Kerry) School. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that in con- 
sequence of delay in producing the new 
plans for school building and of the 
poverty of the district, the work of 
erecting a school in Lettir, county 
Kerry, has been in abeyance for a number 
of years; and whether, in view of these 
circumstanecs, the National Board will 
contribute something more than the 
usual two-thirds of the cost, and thereby 
enable the manager to build a school 
under the old plans in accordance with 
the claims of the parents. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In this case the 
manager elected to postpone the erection 
of a school-houss pending a decision on 
the question of the revision of the plans 
and estimates. The Commissioners 
offered to make a grant under the old 
regulations in March, 1902. They have 
no power to make a grant exceeding two- 
thirds of the estimated cost. 


Keelnabrach School, Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
manager of the Keelnabrach School at 
Glenbeigh, county Kerry, reported to the 
National Board that the loft was in a 
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dangerous condition, and applied for a 
grant to build a new school in December, 
1902; can he state why the grant was 
not given; and on whom the responsi- 
bility will rest in case an accident occurs, 
consequent on the condition of the 
present school building. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The manager 
applied for a grant for a new school- 
house. The Commissioners were pre- 
pared to make a grant under the old 
regulations, but he elected to await the 
issue of the expected new regulations. It 
is for the manager and other persons 
interested to adopt such precautions as 
may be needful for the safety of the 
children in attendance at the school. 
No responsibility in this respect attaches 
to the Commissioners. 


Teaching of the Irish Language in Irish 
Schools. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork County, E.): 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that the teaching of Irish 
has been admitted into the ordinary pro- 
gramme in Irish national schools, the 
special payments which were made when 
it was taught as a special subject will 
still be given. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Special fees are 
paid for instruction in Irish as an extra 
subject outside school hours. The teach- 
ing of Irish during school hours in ac- 
cordance with the programme issued in 
April last is no bar to the payment of 
such special fees. 


Case of Constable Anderson. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will furnish 
the hon. Member for East Mayo with a 
certified copy of the evidence taken dur- 
ing the Court of inquiry into the charges 
against Constable Anderson, at Kiltimagh, 
in December last. 


The following Question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will lay upon the 
Table a copy of all Correspondence which 
has passed between the Government 
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authorities in Dublin and Mr. Maurice, 
the solicitor for Constable Anderson, since 
the holding of the Court of inquiry in 
December last. 


Questions, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no pre- 
cedent, so far as I can discover, for lay- 
ing the proceedings of a Court of inquiry, 
or an appeal made to the Inspector- 
General bya solicitor on behalf of his 
client. I see grave objections to creat- 
ing such a precedent and am not pre- 
pared to do so. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that there is no 
precedent also for the condition ot 
things that exists in connection with this 
case ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Irish Salt Firkin Butter Industry. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the number o! prosecutions, with 
the result, which have been instituted in 
Ireland for excessive moisture in salt 
firkin butter, where the analvsis showed 
it did not exceed 20 per cent., since the 
Committee of last session, to whom the 
Butter Bill was referred, agreed to allow 
a maximum of 20 per cent. in salt firkin 
butter ; and whether, seeing that the 
Butter Bill introduced this session con- 
tains the same provision, he will call the 
attention of the Irish Board of Agricul- 
ture and the police, acting as food in- 
spectors, to the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number and 
results of such prosecutions are not 
officially recorded, and to obtain the in- 
formation it would be necessary to com- 
municate with the police throughout Ire- 
land. Under existing statutory regula- 
tions where the proportion of water in 
butter exceeds 16 per cent., it is pre- 
sumed, until the contrary is proved, that 
the butter is not genuine. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture is aware of the pro- 
posal in the Bill referred to, to exempt 
Irish salt firkin butter from the 16 per 
cent. limit. But the hon. Member is 
doubtless aware that the Council of 
Agriculture by a majority of forty-seven 
votes to seven recently adopted a resolu- 
tion to the effect that any such exemption, 
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if made, would most injuriously affect the 
reputation of Irish butter generally. The 
Kerry County Council has also passed a 
somewhat similar resolution. 


Questions. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
on the 21st of last month a prosecution 
was instituted ava'nst a man at Pallas 
Grean for having 18 pcr cent. of moisture 
in h's butter, and that the magistrates 
on the bench unanimously dismissed it 1 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am awere that 
the case was dismissed on a technical 
point. I am also aware that a certain 
number of hon. Members representing 
certain districts in Ireland hold an opinion 
contrary to that held by a large number 
-of hon. Members representing other parts 
of Ireland in regard to the question of 
moisture in butter—a question which I 
think can only be settled by legislation. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether the 
Consultative Board of the Agricultura! 
Association—-Sir H. Plunkett’s Depart- 
ment—are trying to override the decision 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now arguing the matter. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, W.): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
she Limerick County Council and certain 
district councils have passed resolutions 
in favour of exempting salt butter 
from——! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the object of the 
circular of the Board of Agriculture is to 
deliberately kill the salt firkin butter 
trade ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not in order. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Nothing but creameries 
will do for Sir Horace Plunkett. I 
promise the right hon. Gentleman he will 
hear more of this. 


Donegal Homespuns. 
Mr. HUGH LAW: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
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been called to the sale both in th’s 


‘country and abroad of machine-made 


cloths of inferior quality as Donegal 
homespuns; and whether any steps ar> 
being taken to put*a stop to this practtice. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such sales would 
seem to constitute an offence azainst the 
Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, and if any 
specific cases of the kind are brought 
under the notice of the Department, it 
will be prepared to take such action as it 
may be advised. 


Salters’ Company’s Trust at Magherafelt. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in 1899 
the Salters’ Company of London con- 
veyed to certain trustees in Ma zherafelt, 
county Derry, the o!d Court - house 
and bridewell, the markets, and :er- 
tain other property to ho'd in trust for 
the town of Magherafelt upon certain 
conditions; and that apart from an 
annual payment of £120 to two local 
schoo's and the handing over £100 to the 
Magherafelt Gas Company, no other dis- 
bursements have been made by the 
trustees; and whether, in view of the 
desire of the inhabitants that the money 
in the hands of the trustees should be 
spent for the benefit and improvement of 
the town, a local inquiry will be ordered 
in order to ascertain the conditions under 
whieh the trust was made over, its present 
value, and the best means of securing that 
it shall be administered for the benefit, 
and according to the wish, of the people 
of Mazheraielt. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As iar as I have 
been able to ascertain, the Salters’ Com- 
pany assigned certain property to trustees 
to be used lor certain purposes. This 
trust has been faithfully carried out. I 
have no power whatever to institute such 
an inquiry as suggested, or to compel 
owners of property to dedicate it to pur- 
poses other than those to which they 
desire to devote it. 


Collierstown Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether an evicted 
tenant, Frederick Morres, applied to the 
Estates” Commissioners to be reinstated 
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in his holding in Collierstown, county 
Meath; whether the farm is untenanted ; 


Questions. 


{13 Juty 1904} 


1490 


been adhered to in the past and is being 
adhered to at the present. 


Questions. 


and what steps, if any, have the Commis- | 


sioners taken to meet his application. 


Me. WYNDHAM: An application has 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Dol understand 
‘that the Transvaal is at the present 
time a self-governing colony 4 


been received from this evicted tenant, | 


and will be considered by the Estates | 


Commissioners. 


Bangor (County Down) Post Office. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that discontent exists amongst the 
inhabitants of Bangor, county Down, 
with the post office accommodation there ; 
and that representations have already 
been made to the postal authorities com- 
plaining of the inconvenience caused to the 
residents owing to the limited proportions 
of the present post office; and whether, 
in view Of the needs of this growing com- 
munity in the matter of post office 
accommodation, immediate steps will be 

taken to have a new building erected. 


Lorp STANLEY: A representation 
was made early this year upon this 
subject by the Urban District Council of 
Bangor (county Down), when I pointed 
out to them that the office was provided 
as recently as 1901, and that the accom- 
modation was still ample to meet the 
requirements of the public at normal 
times. I do not consider that a new 
office is necessary at present. 


Transvaal Administration. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can state when and how His Majesty’s 
Government propose to give practical 
effect to the reply of the Colonial Secre- 
tary, on 20th May, to the Resolutions 


against Chinese labour of both branches | 
Legislature of the 


of the Federal 
Commonwealth of Australia, namely, that 


His Majesty’s Government adhere to the | 


policy of treating the Transvaal as a self- 
governing colony so far as its internal 
affairs are concerned where Imperial 
interests are not involved. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The policy 
to which the hon. Gentleman refers has 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; that 
_has never been asserted by the Secretary 
| of State for the Colonies. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman look at the despatch of 
20th May, where the Colonial Secretary 
specifically makes that statement ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A self-govern- 
ing colony? I think the hon. Gentleman 
is mistaken. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the despatch of 
20th May, in which the Colonial Secretary 
says, “ His Majesty’s Government adhere 
to the policy of treating the Transvaal as 
a self-governing colony.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: From that 
s*ntence it is clear that it is not a self- 
governing colony. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the Prime 
Minister wire to the Government of 
Australia to send to this House—— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise on this Question. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I think, Sir, you 
will see that it does, if you allow me to 
finish the Question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I am quite sure that 


it does not. 


The Colonial Office Vote, 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can now state 
| definitely when the Colonial Office Vote 
| will be taken. 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could not 

fix a date for the Colonial Vote, but he 
| would give as long notice of any arrange- 
| ment as he could. 
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Srr HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) reminded the right hon. Gentle- 
man that that Bench had asked that the 


Questions. 


Colonial Vote might be taken on Thurs- 


day, the 21st inst. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the right 
hon. Gentleman has put his supplement- 
arv Question under a misapprehension. 
Neither I nor the Bench opposite can fore- 
8ee with certainty the course of business 
in the next few days. If the request is 
repeated when it can be foreseen, it will 
be treated, as I have always treated 
requests from that quarter, with the ut- 
most consideration. 


Education (Defaulting Authorities) Bill, 

Mr. MANSFIELD: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
instead of proceeding with the Educa- 
tion (Defaulting Authorities) Bill, he 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducinga short measure giving to England 
and Wales the same conditions of popular 
control as are provided in the Scotch 
Education Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The popular 
contro! given in Scotland to the local 
authorities carried with it, as one of its 
essential elements, the right to give out 
of the rates denominational education in 
school hours in what in England are 
provided schools. As I understand, the 
Opposition have scouted the idea of 
denominational religion being taught 
within school hours even at the cost of 
the denomination, and as I further under- 
stand the sole ground, if there be a 
ground. for passive resistance, is that it 
is alleged that under the existing Act 
denominational education is given at the 
cost of the rates. Therefore, if the 
Scotch system were introduced into 
England, it is manifest it would offend 
the Opposition as an organised body of 
public opinion, and it would do nothing 
to conciliate passive resisters. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask the 
Prime Minister why Scotland is always 
to be treated as an educationally favoured 
nation ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If it be an 
educational favour to a nation to have 
denominational religion taught out of 
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Questions. 


‘the rates, that is a privilege I shall be 
glad to extend to this country. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consider the educa- 
tional privilege that every community 
shall have a popularly-governed school in 
its area ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It depends on 
what conditions. The full popular con- 
trol given in Scotland is, I understand, 
repulsive to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
conscientious convictions. 


Mr. BRYCE again rose, but—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he really thought 
this debate, for such it was becoming, must 
be continued on some other occasion. 


Mr. BRYCE said he merely desired to 
make an explanation—namely, that he 
disclaimed the interpretation of the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Army Reform—The Secretary for War's 
Statement. 
Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) asked on 
what Vote the Secretary for War would 
make his statement on Army Reform ? 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY 
or THE TREASURY (Sir A. ‘AcLanp- 
Hoop, Somersetshire, Wellington) said the 
statement of the Sceretary of State for War 
to-morrow would be made on the War 
Office Vote, that being the desire, he under- 
stood, of hon. Members opposite. He hoped 
it would be possible to take Vote 8 after- 
wards, but he expected the discussion on 
the statement would occupy a consider- 
able time. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): There are one or two 
points on that which I desire to put to 
the First Lord of the Treasury. Will 
the statement of the Secretary of State 
for War affect the question of the organ- 
isation of the War Office as well as the 
question of the organisation of the Army, 
which are two quite distinct matters ? 
I have on many oceasions, with the 


assent of the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, requested that a delay should take 
place before the House is called upon 
either to pronounce its opinion or even 
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to discuss the statement of the Secretary 
of State for War. The subject-matter 
ot the statement must occupy a good 
deal of time, and I think it is only 
reasonable that there should be an 
opportunity for a full and well-informed 
discussion on the matter. 


Licensing 


Str A. HAYTER: As the Militia may 
be affected, could not that Vote be put 
down to enable a discussion on a later 
day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman that it 
would be unreasonable to ask the House 
to confine the discussion of the statement 
of my right hon. friend to to-morrow 
alone. A second opportunity must 
clearly be granted. I do not think it 
would be desirable that that second 
discussion should be taken under con- 
ditions which might restrict its area 
and limit the field with which the Secre- 
tary of State might have to deal to- 
morrow. I cannot answer the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Question as to the exact 
ambit of my right hon. friend’s statement. 
I do not know whether he will refer in 
detail to War Office re-organisation, 
though I think it is exceedingly probable 
that he will referto it. I think, however, 
I ought not to make any statement on 
that matter in the absence of my right 
hon. friend. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) asked whether there would be 
another opportunity this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, of course. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
An early opportunity 3 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Now observe. 
I am told that, under pains and penalties 
of all sorts, I must give an early oppor- 
tunity for the discussion of the Colonial 
Vote, and now I am asked to give an 
early opportunity fer the discussion of 
this matter. I will do my best, but I 
cannot do more. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HatsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
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Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures: — Mr. Baird and Mr. 
Hunter Craig, and had appointed in 
substitution, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore 
and Mr. Edward Mitchell. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL [4th ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 5. 


Amendment again proposed— 

“In page 8, line 27, to leave out Sub-section 
(2).°-—(Mr. Levy.) 

Question again proposed, “That the 
words of Sub-section (2) to the word 
‘appointed,’ in page 3, line 28, stand part 
of the clause.‘ 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
explained that the delegation of powers 
by quarter sessions was the most con- 
venient method of carrying out the 
functions of the county licensing com- 
mittee abolished by the last clause. The 
power of appointment would be with 
quarter sessions, and there was no inten- 
tion to interfere with that power; the 
Home Secretary would only make the 
rules under which the justices to whom 
the dutics would be delegated would act 
as a standing committee. There seemed 
to be an idea that the Home Secretary 
was being given too wide powers in con- 
nection with the appointment of the 
committee. That was not so. He 
would only be able to lay down rules 
regulating the appointment; the actual 
appointment itself wouldj¥be Eleft to 
quarter sessions. 


CoLonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
hoped that the hon. Member would not 
persist in pressing the Amendment. 
In early parts of the debate hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had found fault with 
the Government for limiting the discre- 
tion of the justices in quarter sessions, 
yet now they were asking the House to 


3 M 2 








1495 


accept an Amendment which would pre- 
vent them handing over their business to a 
committee of men who would probably 
be experts, and consequently thoroughly 
well qualified to deal with licensing 
matters. He noted that hon. Members 
opposite were by no means agreed on 
this point. 


Mr. J.EVY (Leicestershire, Lough- | 
borough) asked leave to withdraw the | 
Amendment but it was refused. 


Licensing 





i 
| 
| 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S. W.) | 
thought the Amendment if carried would | 
bring about a worse state of affairs than | 
now existed, by subjecting the whole 
quarter sessions bench to pressure from | 
political quarters with regard to the grant | 
and renewal of licences. It was most | 
desirable to avoid the introduction of | 
Party politics. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs), rising to a point of 
order, asked, was not the question simply 
whether the Amendment should be with- 
drawn ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN said several of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s supporters having 
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Mr. GALLOWAY asked what would 
be the effect of the acceptance of the 
Amendment ? 


Bill. 


Str EDWARD CARSON: The quarter 
sessions will alone operate. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
said he wished to put one Question to 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said, if it was competent for him to do 
so, he moved that the Question be now 
put. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN did not accept the 
Motion. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE asked why the first 


' part of the sub-section was optional and 


the second part mandatory ? 


Sir EDWARD CARSON replied that 
in the opinion of the Government, the 
subsidiary duties mentioned ought to be 
dele zated to the committee. 


Question put. 


refused to allow the withdrawal, the The Committee divided :—Ayes, 193; 
discussion necessarily proceeded. Noes, 123. (Division List No. 226.) 
AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen,Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn.Sir H. | 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.(Windsor) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 





Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Colonel Lockwood. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | Fisher, William Hayes 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. | Fison, Frederick William 


Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Rt. Hon.Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 





Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne ! 


Flower, Sir Ernest 


| Forster, Henry William 


Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garat, William 

Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Graham, Henry Robert 


Greene, SirE. W.(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt. Hn H.Somers’t,E 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
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Hoult, Joseph Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | Muntz, Sir Philip A. | Spear, John Ward 

Hudson, George Bickersteth Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) Spencer, Sir E (W. Bromwich) 
Hunt, Rowland Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | Myers, William Henry | Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. | Newdegate, Francis A. N. Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) | Stock, James Henry 

Kerr, John Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Kimber, Henry Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Percy, Earl Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Pilkington, Colonel Richard Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. | Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Tollemache, Henry James 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | Plummer, Sir Walter R. | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Powell, Sir Fraacis Sharp | Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | Pretyman, Ernest George | Tuff, Charles 

Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. | Pryce-Jones, Lt. -Col. Edward Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Long, Col. CharlesW .(Evesham) | Randles, John Ss. | Tully, Jasper 

Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) | Rankin, Sir James | Valentia, Viscount 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee | Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Reid, James (Greenock) | Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Remnant, James Farquharson | Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred | Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine | Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 
Macdona, John Cumming | Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
M'Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinburgh) | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Majendie, James A. H. | Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Manners, Lord Cecil | Royds, Clement Molyneux | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | W yndham- Quin, Col. W. H. 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Maxwell,Rt.Hn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n | Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford | Young, Samvel 

Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | Younger, William 

Melville, Beresford Valentine | Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 


Milvain, Thomas | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Morpeth, Viscount Seton-Karr, Sir Henry Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
Morrison, James Archibald Sharpe, William Edward T. 
NOES. 

Ainsworth, John Stirling Douglas, Charles M. (Lenark) , Lough, Thomas 

Allen, Charles P. Duncan, J. Hastings Lundon, W. 

Asher, Alexander Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas 
Ashton. Thomas Gair Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Emmott, Alfred MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

3enn, John Williams Farquharson, Dr. Robert M ‘Arthur, William J.(Cornwall) 
Black, Alexander Willian. | Fenwick, Charles M’Crae, George 

Boland, John | Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | M’Kenna, Reginald 

Brigg, John | Flynn, James Christopher M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Broadhurst, Henry | Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Markham, Arthur Basil 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Goddard, Daniel Ford | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Grey, Rt.Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) | Moulton, John Fletcher 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Burt, Thomas | Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Heime, Norval Watson | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Caldwell, James | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Cameron, Robert Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 0 Doherty, William 
—— ll, John (Armagh, S.) | Higham, ry tg my Dowd, John 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Hobhouse, C. . (Bristol, E.) | | O'Shaughnessy, P..d. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | Hope, John — ans nc tiine West) | O’Shee, James John 
Clancy, John Joseph | Jacoby, James Alfred | Paulton, James Mellor 


Condon, Thomas Joseph Johnson, John (Gateshead) | | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 





Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | Jones, William(Carnarv a Pirie, Duncan V. 

Crombie, John William Kennedy,Vincent P.(Cavan,W. | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Cullinan, J. Kilbride, Denis | Rea, Russell 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) | Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. | Reckitt, Harold James 
Delany, William Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | | Reddy, . 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | Layland-Barratt, Francis Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Leigh, Sir Toseph | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Leng, Sir John Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Donelan, Captain A. Lewis, John Herbert | Russell, T. W. 

Doogan, P. C. Lloyd-George, David | Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Shackleton, David James Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) Tomkinson, James Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Trevelyan, Charles Philips | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Sheehy, David | Wallace, Robert Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Soares, Ernest J. Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 
Sullivan, Donal Wason, JohnCathcart( Orkney) 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | White, George (Norfolk) TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Tennant, Harold John White, Luke (York, E. R.) Levy and Dr. Hutchinson 





Mr. WORSLEY-TAYLOR (Lanca-| Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
shire, Blackpool) moved that. the rules | said he preferred the Bill as it stood. The 
governing the appointment of committees | point was a small one and they had 
shouid be made by quarter sessions, | better pass to other questions in the 
subject to approval by the Secretary of | consideration of which their time 
State. He thought that, having regard | could be more usefully occupied. 
to the large powers entrusted to quarter | 
sessions, there was no reason why they 


Mr. LLOYD WHARTON (Yorkshire, 


should not formulate their own rules. | W.R., Ripon) suggested that quarter 
| sessions should be allowed to make their 
Amendment proposed—— | own rules, provided that they submitted 


“In page 3, line 29, after the word ‘made,’ them to the Home Office for approval. 
to insert the words ‘by them to be approved 
by a Secretary of State.’”.—(Mr. Worsley-| Sip EDWARD CARSON: I accept 
Taylor.) i : 

_ the Amendment. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words | _ 
be there inserted.’ | Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked if 
it would be in the power of the quarter 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said the | sessions to appoint on the committee 
Government did not think the matter a | ™gistrates interested in the trade. 
very important one. If there was any 
feeling among hon. Members that these 
rules should be made by quarter sessions 
rather than by the Home Secretary, he 
would have no objection. He would say, 
however, that as the great majority of | 
the rules under the Bill must necessarily | 
be made by the Home Secretary, and as | : f 
it was of great importance to have some | . “I page 3, line 29, after the word ‘Act,’ to 
kind of similarity in the various rules, he | ‘B8rt the words * providing for the mode of 

: appointment, number, quorum, and procedure 

doubted whether there was any advantage | of committees.’ — (Mr. Worsley Vaylor.) 
in making the change. Still, if the hon. 
Member thought it worth while pressing) Amendment agreed to. 
the Amendment he would not oppose it. 


Sm EDWARD CARSON: No, Sir. 
Mr. WHITLEY: Thank vou. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed — 


Amendment proposed— 
| “ a ij oC > > Ww ‘and.’ 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- | to voll ay pating ek ee we 
shire, E.) pointed out that the county | borough.’” — (Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 
licensing committee, although appointed | 
and regulated by statute, had power to| Amendment agreed to. 
make rules regarding their precedure, and 
surely it was not unreasonable to ask that) *Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
a body like the quarter sessions should | moved to add words excepting also those 
have similar power. Ifit was desired to lay | non-county boroughs which have a 
down universal rules as to the constitu- | separate commission of the peace and 
tion of the committee, it should be done | a pepulation of over 25,000. He 





in the Bill itself. There was too much | reminded the Committee that on the 
legislation attempted by Government | previous day the Government were good 
Departments at present. | enough to grant powers with regard to 
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boroughs. He now asked them to go 
a step further. A Committee of hon. 
Members sitting on both sides of the 
House had carefully gone into this ques- 
tion, and they found that out of 177 
non-county boroughs having a separate 
commission of the peace there were many 
too small to have a separate compensation 
fund. It had therefore been decided to 
suggest that non-county boroughs with 
a separate commission of the peace and 
a population of over 25,000 should be 
entrusted with the entire control of the 
licensed houses within their boundaries. It 
was well understood that actual knowledge 
of a district was the foundation upon which 
suecessful local government wasconducted. 
This was nota Party question, but admin- 
istrative. It had been suggested that if this 
Amendment were conceded it would 
mean taking the gem out of its sur- 
roundings, and that the county area 
would be deprived of large sums which 
would otherwise be available for compen- 
sition. But was it not the fact that it 
was in the urban district that the over- 
plus of the licensed houses existed, rather 
than in the county districts? As the 
House had already accepted the principle 
of dealing with county boroughs apart 
from the administrative County areas of 
which they formed part, so he urged they 
should also accept the principle that local 
self government should be conceded to non- 
county boroughs with regard to hcensing. 
He had put down an amendment to 
secure a provision for the automatic 
inclusion of other boroughs as their popn- 
lations increased to 25,000. He strongly 
-ppealed to the Government to accept this 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 29, after the words last 
inserted, to insert the words ‘or a borough 
having a separate commission of the peace and 
a population of over twenty-five thousand.’ ”— 
(Mr. Helme.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE hoped the 
Government before accepting — this 
Amendment would consider the general 
position of county areas. It was the 
old story. First the Government madea 
concession to one class, then another class 
began to exert pressure, and, if this went 
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new licences to magistrates in non-county 
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on, the whole county area would be 
whittled away. This was not a question 
of jurisdiction, it was a question of 
money. He reminded the Committee 
that this was a question of administering 
a fund, and that the county would be 
left in an unfair position if the Govern- 
ment listened to many appeals for the 
exclusion of boroughs irom the county 
area. The compensation fund would be 
largely raised from the boroughs, which 
the Amendment proposed to exclude from 
the area. The licensed houses in these 
boroughs were largely supported by 
country people. In some old-fashioned 
market towns there might be a conges- 
tion of licensed houses, but as their 
population did not reach 25,000 they 
would be left in the area, but there were 
other non-county boroughs _ steadily 
growing and thriving where there was no 
excess of licensed premises and _ these 
were to be taken out of the area. That 
was where the unfairness came in. 
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Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
declared that county boroughs were to en- 
joy this privileg> on the basis of their 
local knowledge and administration, and 
he pointed out that there were no less 
than twelve county boroughs with popu- 
lations of less than 25,000. Why should 
not Canterbury, he asked, be treated as an 
autonomous area, unless, of course, it 
was because it was in Kent? He re- 
minded the Committee that they had the 
precedent of the Education Act where 
the population was fixed at 10,000; and, 
dealing with the objection that the area 
would not be sufficient for the purpose of 
raising an adequate compensation fund, 
he referred to the unanimous opinion of 
the non-county borough Members that 
the area would be sufficient. He hoped 
the point would be conceded by the 
Government. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said that, in his opinion, the 
Amendment of his hon. friend did not 
go far enough. He thought that the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Somerset was valid, 
and that reform was needed in non- 
county boroughs even more than in the 
large cities. Although they might not 
have a superfluity of public-houses, 
reform was necessary; and, therefore, they 
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ought to be given autonomy. It was 
rather an arbitrary and unnecessary line 
that was drawn by his hon. friend in 
selecting a population of 25,000; and he 
would later propose that 10,000 be sub- 
stituted. Under the Education Act 
autonomy was given to boroughs of that 
size for the purposes of secondary educa- 
tion. There were a large number of 
boroughs which felt very bitterly at 
being deprived of direct control over their 
own licences. He thought the Govern- 
ment would be well advised to offend as 
little as possible these important local 
authorities. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 
said that difficulties would arise in many 
boroughs. For instance, part of Tun- 
bridge Wells was in Kent and part in 
Sussex. It had a very efficient borough 
bench, and no complaint regarding it 
had been made. It was very hard that 
it had in one instance to apply to quarter 
sessions in Kent and in another instance 
to quarter sessions in Sussex. Such an 
anomaly ought to be put an end to. All 
they wanted was to allow those boroughs 
to work out their own salvation in their 
own way. 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON said it was 
difficult to draw the line in these cases. 
There might be no valid reason why a 
borough with 49,000 inhabitants should 
be treated differently to a borough with 
50,000 inhabitants. But the line had 
to be drawn. The only question was the 
provision of a proper compensation area ; 
and it was important that it should not 
be too small. If it were too small there 
would not be sufficient funds to effect a 
desirable reduction of licences. The 
Government went very carefully into the 
matter, and were very anxious to meet 
the views of the borough councils in the 
matter. The figures, however, showed 
that, if the Amendment were accepted, 
the amount of compensation available 
would in some cases be too small to be 
effective, while in other cases it would be 
more than adequate having regard to the 
existing number of public - houses, and 
would probably be more than would be 
used. The latter cases would, however, 
diminish the effectiveness of the fund 
in the county at large. Therefore, 
if the Amendment were accepted, in some 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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' cases the compensation area would be too 


small, and in other cases it would be too 
large, and it would reduce the fund avail- 
able for the county generally. The only 
really feasible and practical way of 
setting up a compensation fund was by 
the means proposed in the Bill. 
Several representations had been made to 
the Government; and the Government 
had put back the licensing system in 
this particular, exactly as it was before. 
They had gone a step further, and had 
put down an Amendment providing for 
the representation of non-county 
boroughs. It was to insert— 

“In page 4, line 8, after the word ‘com- 
mittees,’ to insert the words ‘of quarter 
sessions and for the constitution of those com- 
mittees where requisite as standing committees, 
and also for the addition to those committees 
in the case of a county, of representatives of 
the justices of any boroughs within the county 
not being county boroughs, but having a 
separate commission of the peace. ”’ 


That would, he thought, meet the desire 
of the non-county boroughs. He could 
assure the Committee that the accept- 
ance of the Amendment would render 
ineffective the compensation fund in 
many cases. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that he was very glad 
that the Government intended to make 
some provision for the representation of 
non-county boroughs. He intended, how- 
ever, to movean Amendment giving the 
boroughs a statutory right to representa- 
tion. If those boroughs were not repre- 
sented at quarter sessions, the Court 
would be dealing with areas from 
which it had on representation. There 
was nothing in the Amendment men- 
tioned by the Solicitor - General which 
would give non-county boroughs a claim 
to representation. Some of the worst 
cases in the country were the cases of 
little market towns, many of which had 
a public-house for every hundred of the 
population. These houses supplied fairs 
and markets on certain days, but for the 
rest they had to be kept going by the 
local population. If the borough justices 
had not the right of representation they 
woud not be summoned. The average 
county justice looked down on the borough: 
justice. He thought the hon. Member for 


‘the Ripon Division would agree to that. 
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Mr. LLOYD WHARTON said he 


could assure the hon. Gentleman he 
never looked down on any one. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was not 
always those who had the right who 
looked down on people. Why should 
not the Solicitor-General put this right of 
representation into Clause 5 instead of 
Clause 6 ? 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that the 
Home Secretary would be empowered 
to make rules ; but if the hon. Gentleman 
did not think that that was sufficient he 
would be prepared to introduce other 
words. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Amend- 
ment which he would suggest was: 
“When constituting the committee 
under this section every non-county 
borough having a separate commission 
of the peace shall be represented thereon.”’ 


Sr EDWARD CARSON: I should 
like to consider that, and I can assure the 
hon. Member I will try to meet him on 
Report. 


*Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hud- 


dersfield) said there was a very strong 


feeling on this matter amongst the 
non-county boroughs because they 
considered the Bill deprived them 


of an autonomy they now possessed. 
They had always exercised the jurisdic- 
tion which the Bill sought to dispossess 
them of. There was no allegation that 
the magistrates had discharged their 
duties improperly or imprudently. It 
was therefore a strong thing on the part of 
the Government to bring in a Bill to de- 
prive them of the jurisdiction they had. 
The reason given was that it might affect 
the distribution of the compensation fund 
which would be derived from the counties 
in which they were scheduled, but if there 
was any argument in that at all, it was in 
favour of maintaining the existing state 
of things. If there were redundant 
licences they would exist in these small 
boroughs and not in the scattered country 
districts, and the larger amount of the 
contribution to the compensation fund in 
the counties would be derived from these 
boroughs and not from the other portions 
of the county. Scarborough, with a 
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population of 33,000, would contribute 
£2,056 as a non-county borough popula- 
tion, but if the Amendment were 
agreed to the amount available for the 
Scarborough Quarter Sessions for com- 
pensation would be £773. Whether 
they were compensated on the basis 
of the proportion of population, the 
levy on licences, or on the  assess- 
able value, the result would be the same— 
they would only receive back a third of 
what they contributed to the fund. 
Under these circumstances he thought 
there had been no solid argument for 
removing from non-county boroughs the 
jurisdiction they possessed. 


Mr. FISON (Yorkshire, W.R., Doncas- 
ter) as the representative of a non-county 
borough thanked the Government for the 
way in which the non-county boroughs 
had been treated. In the West Riding 
of Yorkshire there were a dozen non- 
county boroughs and he did not see how 
quarter sessions was to be kept an 
efficient body if they were constantly 
adding to their body the representa- 
tives of these non-county boroughs. 
He thought the present appeal from 
the licensing authorities of the non- 
county boroughs to the quarter 
sessions was the most efficient way of 
dealing with the matter. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) hoped the Government 
would go further than they had done. 
Knowing something about the small 
non-county boroughs in the West Rid- 
ing of Yorkshire, he might say that 


there were many with over 25,00. 
inhabitants who would losej their 
jurisdiction. It was sought by this 


Amendment to confirm to these boroughs 
the jurisdiction they had hitherto pos- 
sessed. At present the borough justices 
had no title to sit at quarter sessions. 
True, the Government had at last 
promised to give them some kind of 
representation at quarter sessions, but 
that was not enough. Knowing some- 
thing of these non-county boroughs, he 
said the areas were large enough to 
form a compensation fund and would 
make a homogeneous area overWhich 
the compensation money could be spent. 
There was a very strong case in Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire for this Amendment, 
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and he put it to the Government it was 
only fair treatment to mete out to these 
areas. In his view the borough magistrates 
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had as much right to sit in review at_ 


quarter sessions on their own decisions 
as had county justices. No doubt borough 
justices were looked down upon as inferior 
beings, but since the Local Government 
Act which created every chairman of an 
urban district council a county magi- 
strate that objection against borough 
justices no longer held good. He should 
vote for this Amendment as a very 
necessary step in devolution. He hoped 
that, as in the case of other measures, 
such as the Education Act, the larger 
non-county boroughs of from 25,000 to 
50,000 inhabitants would receive, what he 
regarded as a mere matter of justice, 
the consideration to which they were 
entitled. 


Srr EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that if the Amend- 
ment were accepted as it. stood it 
would still leave in their anomalous and 
unsatisfactory condition some of the 
smaller non-county boroughs. He was 
one of thoe who, in regard to the 
Education Act. felt the great importance 
of not confusing the area by making ex- 
ceptions within it. He saw the force of 
the Government contention that it was 
desirable to have a homogeneous and large 
area for dealing with compensation, but 
in this case community of interest and 
feeling would not be established between 
non-county boroughs and quarter sessions. 
There was to be no channel of communi 
cation betwcen them, and they would be 
in some cas¢s two almost hostile bodies— 
he meant hostile in the sens* of entirely 
separate. If this Amendment were not 
accepted some means must be found of 
dovetailing one with the other. He was 
therefore glad to see that the Govern- 
ment had put down an Amendment with 
regard to representation. He thought 
the hon. Member opposite who had 
thanked the Government ought to have 
reserved his thanks. The Solicitor- 
General, it was true, hoped to meet this 
point on Report, but all he had on the 
Paper was that the Secretary of State 
““may” make rules. There was not even 
a direct instruction. 


Mr. Theodore Taylor. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sirk EDWARD CARSON said this ex- 


pression was always construed as a direc- 
tion. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY thought it 
would be best to frame a direct instruc- 
tion, and expressed the opinion that the 
only satisfactory way would be to insert 
words in Clause 5. He did not doubt 
the good faith of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, but he could not help 
his mind going back to what was said 
with regard to the time limit on the 
Second Reading, when the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman thought something 
might be done in Committee, and how 
that idea was carried out. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: What’ I 
said was that the question of time limit 
should be considered 11 Committee. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that the 
impression created by the remarks of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman on the 
Second Reading of the Bill was that it 
would not only be considered, but con- 
sidered with a view ot admitting it into 
the Bill, but that there were difficulties 
in the way. The Bill was, however, being 
discussed under certain restrictions which 
might cause those difficulties to be dis- 
posed of somewhat summarily on Report. 


Mr LLOYD WHARTON thought the 
Opposition were showing a certain lack 
of gratitude inasmuch as representatives 
were to be introduced from boroughs 
which had never been represented before. 


* Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., Sow- 
erby) pointed out that hon. Members 
who opposed this Amendment were, to 
some extent, defeating their own purpose. 
It was contended that the Amendment 
would take out of the county area such 
an amount of value as would deprive 
the county of a large amount of its worth. 
But in non-county boroughs at the present 
time there was an exceedingly strong 
feeling against the deprivation to which 
they were subjected, and the feeling 
was so operating as to cause the non- 
county boroughs to force themselves into 
the position of county boroughs. In 
Accrington, one of the largest non- 
county boroughs in Lancashire, there 
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work should be left to them. 


would be intensified. Under the pro- 
posal of the Government the boroughs 
of Nelson, with a population of 35,000, 
Accrington with a population of 45,000, 
and Darwen with a population of 40,000, 
would be in the position of children, 
and he appealed to the Government to 
consider the position of such non-county 
boroughs. It would be an easy matter 
for these non-county boroughs to add 
surrounding districts to their area, and 
the counties would then be deprived 
of a greater amount of value still. In 
the towns which he had mentioned much 
of the opposition to the Bill arose from 
the fact that they were being excluded 
from its action, and the opposition even 
ot extreme temperance men would be 
greatly lessened by such a concession 
as that embodied in the Amendment. 


* LIEUTENANT - CoLoNEL PRYCE- 
JONES (Montgomery Eoroughs) drew at- 
tention to the fact that quarter sessions 
were represented by a large number of 
magistrates, many of whom did not reside 
in the district, whereas in the case of 
borough magistrates they did usually 
reside in the district. That fact, he 
thought, was a very strong argument 
why they should have a voice upon the 
committee appointed by the quarter 
sessions to consider licensing appeals. 
He had the honour to represent six bor- 
oughs, four of which had separate com- 
missions of the peace. He made a 
strong appeal to the Government 
to include these boroughs. He did 
-not see why all of them should not 
be represented, and he would support 
any proposal which would have that 
result. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said he felt bound to 
move an Amendment to this Amendment. 
He was not at all satisfied with what the 
Government had said in regard to non- 
county boroughs. Many of the smaller 
non-county boroughs were as important 
as those having 25,000 of population, and 
on their behalf he would move to 
substitute 10,000 for 25,000 in the Amend- 
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was a very strong feeling that this | ment. 
For years | Yorkshire under the limit of the Amend- 
they had felt that the appeals to quarter | 
sessions were really against them, and if | 
the larger non-county boroughs were | 
left out of the Bill the present feeling | 
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There were many boroughs in 


ment, which were as much deserving 
of consideration as those large non-county 
boroughs which had been mentioned. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment — 

“To leave out the words ‘twenty-five’ and 
insert the word ‘ten.’ ”"—(Mvr. Trevelyan). 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘twenty-five’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract), as repre 
senting one of the smallest county 
boroughs in the West Riding of York- 
shire, supported the Amendment. Non- 
county boroughs which had had a separate 
commission of the peace for many years 
felt they were being badly treated in the 
Bill. In the borough of Pontefract the 
magistrates had protested most strongly 
against the proposal of the Government 
to merge these smaller boroughs into the 
counties. He recognised the difficulty 


| which would be placed upon the Govern- 


ment if this Amendment were accepted, 
because, if they made the area too small, 
in a great many cases the fund for com- 
pensation would be too small to be of much 
use. There were some small non-county 
boroughs, such as Newmarket, which 
were in two counties. What would be 
done with them? Would they be given 
two representatives, or none at all? He 
thought the simple way would be to allow 
every one of these small boroughs to 
manage its own affairs. They would 
have ample funds at their disposal in 
most cases to deal with any reasonable 
reduction of licences. He hoped the 
Government would recognise the claim 
of these old non-county boroughs and 
give them fair and just consideration 
under the Bill. 


Siz EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, 8.) said he desired to support the 
Amendment moved by his hon. friend 
behind him on the ground that 25,000 
was too high. The hon. Member for 
Ripon seemed to think that there were 
a very small number of boroughs under 
25,000 with separate commissions of the 
peace. That might be so in the North 
of England but was not the case in 
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the West of England. 
county of Somerset there was not one 
single borough which would be included 
by this 25,000 limit. It seemed ridiculous 
that a borough which had the right to 
send a Member to Parliament should 
have no right of representation under 
this clause. He was sure the Home 
Secretary would recognise that there 
was a very strong feeling indeed in small 
non-county boroughs not only with a 
population of 25,000 but of 10,000 and 
under, that they did not like to be treated 
in this way. What would happen under 
this Bill was that the autonomy of the 
small non-county boroughs would be 
destroyed. He supported the area being 
10,000 under the Education Act, and 
therefore he was absolutely consi.tent in 
this matter. As regarded the licensing 
question, it was only fair and right that 
there should be local self-government 
in the fullest sense. He certainly hoped 
his hon. friend would press this Amend- 
ment to a division, and he could assure 
the Committee that as regarded the 
West of England there was a strong feel- 
ing that the 25,000 limit was not of the 
slightest advantage to them. 


Mr. WORSLEY-TAYLOR hoped the 
Government would not accept the Amend- 
ment. He was one of those who habitu- 
ally sat at quarter sessions, and he ven- 
tured to think that if this Amendment 
were accepted it would go far to create 
very great difficulty in the administration 
of the Act. In the county of Lancashire 
there was a population of 4,300,000, and 
of that number 2,500,000 were in county 
boroughs, leaving 1,800,000 for the rest 
of the administrative county. So far as 
he could see from the census, there were no 
less than fourteen of these non-county 
boroughs, having separate sessions which 
had populations of 25,000 and over. The 
total population of these fourteen non- 
county boroughs with over 25,000 inhabi- 
tants was about 480,000. Therefore the 
result was that there would be taken out 
of the administrative county for the pur- 
pose of the compensation fund that figure 
of 480,000, leaving 1,300,000 instead of 
1,800,000, and there would be in that 
county fourteen different sets of authori- 
ties for the purpose of the compensation 
fund. He thought as a 
economical administration that it would 
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be vastly better for the 1,800,000 and for 
the purposes of raising the compensation 
fund that they should be dealt with gener- 
ally. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) appealed to 
the hon. Member for Elland to withdraw 
his Amendment, because it seemed to him 
to bring the whole question to a ridiculous 
point, and he was perfectly certain that 
there was not a ghost of a chance of it 
being carried. With regard to the other 
Amendment dealing with areas having a 
separate commission of the peace and 
25,000 inhabitants, he thought a very 
strong case could be made out for it. 
He had not been convinced by the figures 
of the hon. Member opposite. If these 
boroughs were taken out of the county, 
the county only lost money; but the 
boroughs lost much more than money 
by being retained. Many of them were 
not ejusdem generis with the county 
around them. These boroughs hated the 
interference of quarter sessions because 
they were often a different class of popu- 
lation altogether, and they felt that the 
county justices did not understand the 
requirements of their localities. It was 
admitted that in some cases they lost 
financially, whilst in others they gained. 
He thought a very strong case had been 
made out for the Amendment inserting 
25,000, and he hoped the hon. Member 
for Elland would withdraw his proposal 
in regard to boroughs of 10,000. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stal- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said the argument 
of the last speaker showed exactly 
the same distrust of quarter sessions. 
These boroughs had their ancient institu- 
tions and a history older than that of 
quarter sessions, and consequently they did 
not like being interfered with by an outside 
body. Now the privilege they had 
enjoyed so long was going to be taken 
away from them and placed in the hands 
of quarter sessions. What they wanted 
was that all communities should work 
together. If they made one community 
jealous of another they would cause great 
trouble and difficulty in the working of this 
Bill, and he did not see how it could be 
avoided. If they took away certain 


_ powers from small boroughs and handed 
matter of | 


them over to quarter sessions how could 


| they expect the local magistrates to work 
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cordially with quarter sessions. Nothing 
was more likely to irritate or hurt their 
feelings than to have their powers taken 
away and handed over to quarter sessions. 
There might be a possibility of the fund 
being rather small, but they might give 
them the option of being included in the 
quarter sessions area if they wished it. 
That would prevent all friction and it 
would make this part of the Bill work 
smoothly. He hoped the Government 
would refrain from imposing these irrita- 
ting restrictions upon small communities. 
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Mr. PYM (Bedford) thought they 
ought to feel grateful to the Government 
for the concessions they had made on 
this point. When he came to consult 
his borough sessions and borough magis- 
trates he could not say whether they would 
be satisfied or not. At any rate they had 
advanced in the direction of giving these 
smaller areas a certain independence 
which under the Bill as it stood before 
they did not have. He thought the 
suggestion to insert 10,000 might be 
objected to on the ground that boroughs 
of 10.000 would not have a sufficient 
number of magistrates to be able to divide 
them to sit in two Courts. He doubted 
whether the small boroughs would be 
sufficiently large to raise an adequate 
compensation fund for the purpose of 
reducing the number of licences. On 
the other hand, he thought 25,000 was 
sufficiently large for the purposes he had 
mentioned, and he hoped the Government 
would favourably consider this suggestion, 
because this was a matter upon which 
boroughs of 25,000 inhabitants felt very 
strongly. Hon. Members knew perfectly 
well the strong feeling of jealousy which 
existed in some of these old boroughs, 
and nothing had brought the feeling out 
more strongly than the creation of the 
county councils. The interference of 
the county council with his borough would 
be like holding out a red rag to a bull. 
Why should they do this? If these old 
boroughs had a sufficiently large area 
and sufficient magistrates to carry out 
the intention of the Bill, why should 
they not be giventhisindependent power? 
He hoped the Government would give 
a favourable consideration to this point. 
On this matter he desired to support the 
true interests of the borough he repre- 


sented. 
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Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said he would 
be disposed to support the Amendment 


_of his hon. friend if he thought there 


was any chance of its ‘being adopted, 
but in the circumstances he hoped it 
would not be pressed, because he thought 
if it was pressed it would not be carried, 
while it would endanger the acceptance 
of an Amendment with regard to the 
larger boroughs which was desired by 
both sides of the House. He agreed 
with his hon. friend as to the strong feeling 
in the small boroughs with regard to the 
preservation of their rights. In Scotland 
there was nothing more prized than the 
powers possessed by local magistrates 
to deal with licensing matters. The 
local magistrates discharged their duties 
in a way which gave almost universal 
satisfaction. He thought the same result 
would take place in England. None of 
the difficulties which might arise in the 
smaller boroughs could arise in the larger 
boroughs of over 25,000 inhabitants. 
He was quite sure that it would create 
great jealousy amongst the smaller 
boroughs if they discriminated between 
them. giving representation on quarter 
sessions to some and denying it to others. 
He hoped that, in carrving out the pledge 
given, the hon. and learaed Member would 
try to see that all these boroughs had the 
same representation on the licensing 
authority. 


Viscount MORPETH (Birmingham, 
S.) said hon. Members on the Opposition 
side of the House seemed to have forgotten 
the nature of the Bill with which they 
were dealing. It was a Bill for the en- 
couragement of temperance. Hon. Mem- 
bers on the other side of the House 
laughed. They had been advocating 
temperance, and had continually said 
that the proper way of dealing with 
this subject was to have a_ national 
levy over the whole country for the 
purposes of compensation, and now 
they were busily engaged helping the 
smaller boroughs to limit the very 
small and inadequate fund to be pro- 
vided for the purposes of this Bill. The 
Committee had been told by hon. Mem- 
bers opposite about the prestige of the 
borough magistrates. They had been 
told that certain:things must not be done 
because of ‘the interference with the 
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trates. He did not admit that there 
was such a feeling as hon. Members 
had alluded to; but assuming that there 
was this feeling, it seemed to him that 
the best way to get over it was to adopt 
the Amendment proposed by his right 
hon. friend the Home Secretary. He 
looked at this matter purely from the 
point of view of how they were going to 
help in the reduction of licences. He 
held that they would help in the reduc- 
tion of licences by making the areas of 
adequate size. The congestion was not 
the same all over the country. It was 
worse in some districts than in others, 
and if they were to reduce the number 
of licences in the most congested dis- 
tricts it was desirable that those areas 
should be joined to other districts, which 
would help them out in the matter of 
reductions. He hoped the Government 
would stand firm in this matter and not 
allow the areas they had selected to be 
whittled away and the effectiveness 
of the Bill to be in that way lessened. 


*Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said he could conceive why 
hon. Members in discussing this ques- 
tion put forward the views which suited 
their own constituents. He did not 
quarrel with them for that, but when 
they brought forward an Amendment 
to the Amendment on the Paper, which 
would destroy the possibility of doing 
a fair measure of justice to the larger 
boroughs, he thought that policy ought 
to be deprecated. He regarded the 
Amendment to the Amendment as ab- 
solutely antagonistic to the proposal of 
his hon. friend the Member for Lancaster. 
In effect the 10,000 population boroughs 
said to the larger boroughs : “‘ You shall 
not have autonomy unless we get it 
too.” The result of giving effect to 
that view would be that the large bor- 
oughs, in which he was specially inter- 
ested, and those large places which were 
within 3,000 or 4,000 of being county 
boroughs, would be kept out of their 
legitimate rights. He thought the Com- 
mittee did not know the amount of 
jealousy that existed between the large 


non-county boroughs and the county 
councils. ‘The  non-county boroughs 


found themselves being deprived of their 
local autonomy step by step. They con- 


Viscount Morpeth. 
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ceived that they could manage their 
own affairs as well as the county councils 
could manage for them. They were 
indignant at being superseded as educa- 
tional authorities in their own boroughs, 
and now they were not to be permitted 
to control the drink trade in their local 
districts. He would heartily support 
the proposal of the hon. Member for 
Lancaster. 
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Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said he happened to be in 
intimate touch with three boroughs 


which would be closely affected by the 
Amendment, if carried. He was a mem- 
ber of the Bench of the borough of 
Accrington, and he knew the feeling there 
against the proposals in this Bill. The 
other boroughs of which he spoke were 
Darwen and Clitheroe. The whole of 
these boroughs had sent to him officially, 
through the town councils and the 
borough Benches, petitions and_ resolu- 
tions protesting against this proposal. 
Surely that was the only way, apart from 
a general election, they hay of obtaining 
the opinion of the people directly con- 
cerned. Here they had opinion directly 
stated against the action of the Govern- 
ment in this matter. He agreed with the 
hon Member for Sowerby that to deprive 
local authorities of the powers which they 
previously had would do serious injury 
to the good government of our muni- 
cipalities. The noble Lord the Member 
for Birmingham came and told them that 
this was an unwise proposal. He had better 
go to the Birmingham Borough Bench 
and ask them to give up their rights. It 
was most unfair for hon. Members repre- 
senting places which had this power to 
try to prevent others from getting it. He 
hoped the Government would gracefully 
consent to the Amendment. 


Mr. COGHILL = (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
supported the Amendment. He was 
perfectly certain that he Solicitor- 


General fully recognised the difficulties 
underlying this question. He thought 
the non-county boroughs had a grievance 
in this respect. He represented three 
large towns in the Potteries, and the 
question was peculiarly complicated in 
relation to them. One town happened 
to be a county borough, having a popu- 
lation of over 50,000, Naturally the 
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others were jealous of that town. He 
sympathised with Gentlemen representing 
the smaller boroughs, but to suggest that 
boroughs of 10,000 population should be 
included was going too far in the other 
direction, unless large boroughs of over 
25,000 population were placed in the same 
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position as county boroughs. It these 
were county boroughs the question 


would be perfectly simple, but as they 
were not, it was extremely hard that 
boroughs with a population of 30,000 or 
40,000 should be placed in a distinctly 
inferior position to that of towns im- 
mediately adjoining whose population was 
just over 50,000. He hoped the Solicitor- 
General would see his way to going a little 
further than he had done towards meeting 
the very strong views which were held on 
both sides of the House. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he had always 
objected to this grading of boroughs 
according to population, for, after all, 
that was a fluctuating standard. They 
all remembered that when the Local 
Government Act was passed two classes 
of boroughs were established — county 
boroughs with a population of 50,000, and 
non-county boroughs with a population 
of less than 50,000. Great soreness was 
created in the smaller boroughs on account 
of this distinction, because they were 
deprived of some of their privileges and 
placed under the rule of the county 
councils. The Government were propos- 
ing to do exactly the same injustice to the 
smaller boroughs under this Bill as under 
the Local Government Act. Now it 
was proposed to have boroughs under 
25,000 population, boroughs between 
35,000 and 50,000 population, and 
county boroughs a class by themselves. 
It would be better to deal with all the 
boroughs in the same fashion and give 
them similar privileges. By the Bill they 
were going to make confusion 
confounded in local government if this 
Amendment was not accepted by the 
Solicitor-General. 


worse 


Mr. HENDERSON (Durham, Barnard 
Castle) said he wanted to join the 
hon. Member who had just spoken 


in support of the Amendment. He 
could not speak as the representative 


of a non-county borough ; but he had the 
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honour in the present year to be the chief 
magistrate of a non-county borough with 
a population of some 45,000. He pre- 
sided at the annual licensing meeting, 
when it was unanimously decided to take 
no action during the present year, having 
regard to prospective legislation. The 
other day he called a meeting of the 
magistrates in order that they might 
consider the Bill that was proposing this 
prospective legislation, and, with one 
exception, they voted in support of 
a resolution protesting against the 
destruction of their powers by this 
Bill, and, therefore, in their name he made 
an appeal to the Solicitor-General that he 
would consider the claim of a borough of 
the size and importance of Darlington, 
with which he was connected. There 
was another point which ought to be very 
carefully kept in mind during the present 
discussion. The basis of this Bill had 
been very clearly stated to be the action 
of the magistrates throughout the country 
in taking away licences on the ground of 
non-requirement. Hon. Members would 
remember that he asked the Home Secre- 
tary togivehim a Returnon this particular 
matter, and that Return clearly demon- 
strated that the non-county borough 
Benches had committed no evil, if any 
evil had been committed by any Benches. 
If they had done the least mischief the 
Government ought to have some regard 
for the very mild way in which they had 
exercised their powers in the past, afd 
should not seek by this Bill to take 
away those powers that they had so 
mildly put into operation. He appealed 
to the Solicitor-General whether he could 
not see his way to accept the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Lancaster 
and allow non-county boroughs of a 
population of over 25,000 to retain the 
powers which they had hitherto enjoyed. 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he was 
most anxious, if he could, to go further 
than he had already done. But the 
Government had gone into this question 
most minutely, and they had deliberately 
come to the conclusion that this Amend- 
ment would spoil the working of the com- 
pensation fund. It was, therefore, im- 
possible that he could hold out any 
hope of going further than he had already 
done. He had himself gone personally 
into the figures of all the non-county 
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boroughs—certainly most of those which | 
had more than 25,000 0° population, | 
and had a separate commission of the | 
peace—and the conclusion to which he- 
had come was that in some cases there | 
would not be sufficient contributions | 
to the compensation fund to enable 
the magistrates practically and effectively 
to deal with the suppression of unneces- 
sary licensed houses. On the other 
hand, in several boroughs there would 
be this state of facts—particularly in 
comparatively: new districts where there | 
was a large population—that there would 
be a very good class of public-house, 
and practically there would be very little 
necessity for taking away superabundant 
houses at all; but, at the same time, 
there would be a very considerable annual | 
value of contributions to the compensa- 
tion fund lost to the county, which 
wanted it badly in connection with some | 
of the small non-county boroughs whose 
contributions would be very small. It 
was solely on these grounds that the | 
Government had drawn the line they 
had done. But they thought they ought | 
to do something for the Jarger non- 
county boroughs, and he had undertaken 
to consider, as far as possible, to have 
a representation of the non-county 
boroughs upon quarter sessions; and 
that he would attempt to carry out to 
the best of his ability. It had been said 
over and over again that they were taking | 
away some right from the non-county 
boroughs. He knew that they were 
taking it away to this extent, that they 
would have only the same power to 
suggest the houses that ought to be 
suppressed as they now had. 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley): They do not suggest 
now. They have the power. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that the 
hon. Member knew perfectly well the) 
distinction. At the present moment | 
they had not the absolute right of taking 
away a licence, because there was an 
appeal to quarter sessions which was exer- | 
cised in every case. 
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case, if a licence was taken away for 
the reason of redundancy, and redundancy 
alone, there was an appeal to the quarter 
sessions. Under the Bill the local justices 
would simply report the house to quarter 
sessions. But if in any wise the compen- 
sation fund was made less adequate than 
under the Bill, then they would be really 


interfering more with the power to reduce 


licensed houses. Therefore, the Govern- 
ment could not accept the Amendment. 


*Mr. HELME asked if he might venture 
just finally to suggest to the Govern- 
ment that in the list of the boroughs 


|presented to them a comparison was 


made of the amount the compensation 
fund would amount to calculated for 
areas in the smaller counties and the 
smaller county boroughs, an? those 
asked for were — sufficiently large. 
Hence there was no question of principle, 


/as opposed to the Bill, in pressing this 


Amendment on the Committee. He 
asked the Government to look at the ques- 
tion as related to such boroughs in Lanca- 
shire as were on the edge of becoming 


county boroughs—such as _ Blackpool 
and Southport. These boroughs had 


'very large areas, and at the present 


moment they were applying to be consti- 
tituted county boroughs. In fact, they 
would be county boroughs before this 
Bill came into operation. Contrast 
Canterbury, with a population of 
15,000. which was a county borough, 
with Lancaster, the county town, with 
a population of between 40,000 and 
50,000 and with old historic associations 
years. Why should 
Lancaster be placed in a position of 
Where was 
the justice in that, and where was the 
principle ¢ This was not a Party ques- 
tion. It was undeniable that in the 
request they had made they were guided 
by the fact that they knew that the 
power to carry 
the Bill through the House, and they only 
asked the Government to consider the 


equities of the case. The fact was they 


restricted their request to those boroughs 


‘which were large enough to provide the 


Mr. WHITTAKER: No; not in half. 
| Sr EDWARD CARSON said that if, 
the hon. Member would look into the | 


figures he would see that in almost every | 


Sir Edward Carson. 


compensation. In the interest of the 
future working of this measure, he would 
point out that it would be far better if the 
Home Secretary and Solicitor-General 
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would, before the Report stage, look | cumstances the hon. Member for Elland 
into this question and bring up a clause | would withdraw his Amendment. 
which would work better than the one) 


proposed. 


It might be possible to pro- | 


vide that in some very small boroughs | 


there should be an appeal to quarter | 


sessions. He trusted that 
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Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Pym and Mr. George White. 


NOES. 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas ; Levy, Maurice 
Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) | Lewis, John Herbert 


Evans, Sir Fran. H.( Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 


Lloyd-George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 


Gartit, William | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Grey, Rt.Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | Moss, Samuel 


Ellis J. 
Hon. 
Harcourt, Lewis V.( 


Griffith, Murphy, John 
| Murray, Charles J. 
| Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Richard B. (Coventry) 


2ossendale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 


Horniman, Frederick John ee Oswald 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | Perks, Robert William 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John - 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Reddy, M. 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Langley, Batty | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | Rose, Charles Day 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis | Russell, T. W. 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Leng, Sir John 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 
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Toulmin, George 
Wallace, Robert 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
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| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | Yoxall, James Henry 


| Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 


Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Tomkinson, James 


Question put, “That those words be | 


there inserted.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Joland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 








| 
| 


' Noes, 246. 


AYES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale | 


Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 


| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 


Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) | 
| Leese, SirJose phF.( Accrington) 


Delany, William 

Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Leng, Sir John 





Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M'Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


3 .N 2 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Trevelyan and Sir Edward 
Strachey. 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) } 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 171; 
(Division List No. 228.) 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease,Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr ) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eucene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.} 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
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Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

3agot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Pailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Ralearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HonGeraldW (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bull, Charles 
«Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow | 


Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A(Wore. | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy. John Joseph 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Coddington, Sir William 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edanund B. (Hants., W. 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sir J.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


)] 


| Woodhouse,Sir J.T(Huddersf’d 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gore, Hon. 8.F. Ormsby 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
| Grenfell, William Henry 

| Gretton, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 

| Gunter, Sir Robert 

| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

| Haslett, Sir James Horner 

| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

| Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 











| 
| 
| 
| 
! 


Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
| Helder, Augustus 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 


| Hogg, Lindsay 


| Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


| Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
| Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kerr, John 
Kimber, Henry 
| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrantYorks.,N.R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lowe, Francis William 
; Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 


Hobhouse, Rt HnH.(Somers’t,E | 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Helme and Mr. Pym. 


| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan DavidJ.(Walthamstow) 
| Morpeth, Viscount 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHonA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
-almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John 8S. 
| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Staly bridge 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hfilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward | 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M“Paggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E. H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Bill. 1539 


| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, RtHon. George 


| Yerburgh, R. bert Armstrong 


Young, Samuel 
5 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Noges—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter Willoughby de 

*Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 
moved to insert a provision enabling any 
person entitled to be heard by the com- 
mittee of quarter sessions to appear and 
be heard by counsel or solicitor. 
submitted that such a provision was 


. . q . | 
necessary in view of the complicated terms | 


of the present measure and the difficulties 
of interpreting the licensing law of 
this country. Solicitors as well as 
counsel were included in the Amend- 
ment not only in order to minimise 
the expense, but also because solicitors 
had no right of audience at quarter 
sessions, and might therefore be held to 
have no right of audience before a com- 
mittee of quarter sessions. Solicitors 
were now heard at brewster sessions 
and many of the powers of brewster 
sessions now in reality or in effect passed 
to the committees referred to in this 
section. 
bers of the local public who desired to 
be heard in opposition to, or in support 
of, a licence-application as well as an 
aggrieved licence-holder should unmis- 
takably have the right to legal assist- 
ance and the services of a trainel 
advocate before these committees. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 32, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘and any person entitled to be 
heard by such committee may appear and be 
heard by counsel or solicitor on his behalf.’ ”’»— 
(Mr. Slack). 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he hoped 
the Government would see their way to 
accept this proposal. The Amendment 
was not designed to give solicitors a 


He | 


It was essential that those mem- | 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Eresby, Lord 


right of audience at quarter sessions, 
that matter rested entirely with quarter 
sessions themselves, and in certain 
cases the right was given. The right 
| of audience was almost universally given 
| to solicitors before the present licensing 
committees, but as that committee was 
to be abolished and its place taken by a 
delegated committee of quarter sessions a 
question might arise as to whether solici- 
tors would have rigit of audience before it. 
It was desirable that the question should 
be determined not only in the professional 
interest but also in the interest of the 
public, because many cases which would 
come before the new committee would 
not bear the expense of appearance by 
counsel, and in such unless the 
parties were able to do justice to them- 
selves they would really have no repre- 
sentation at all. 


cases 


Mere. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) 
hoped the Amendment would not be 
accepted. For centuries past it had been 
the duty of quarter sessions to regulate 
the right of audience, and they had 
established the practice all over the 
country that where a sufficient repre- 
sentation of barristers could not be found 
they would hear solicitors. But it ought 
to be left to the quarter sessions to decide 
tc whom they would give audience. 
There was no jealousy on the part of the 
Bar in the matter. The Bar was not so 
numerous a body as the solicitors; it 
| was more under effective control; 
barristers had adopted certain sessions 
throughout the country, and it was 
easier for quarter sessions to recognise 
| those who were continually appearing 
| before them than solicitors who might 
come from all parts of the country, and 








1531 Licensing 


who as strangers might not altogether , 
command the confidence of the Court. | 


The matter was an important one as it 
involved the giving to solicitors of a 
statutory right to appear. No such 


failed to see why such a right should be 
conferred by statute in connection with 
the new committee to be set up by this 
Bill. No public interest would be served 
by the Amendment, and he hoped it 
would be rejected. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said that inasmuch as solicitors 
were allowed to appear at the ordinary 
brewster sessions he could not under- 
stand why persons interested should not 
be permitted to be represented by solici- 
tors before the committee of quarter 
sessions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
was altogether opposed to the giving of 
any new statutory rights to solicitors. | 
The last statutory right given to that 
profession involved an expenditure of 
£2,000 per annum from the public funds 
to enable solicitors to strike one another 
off the Rolls, but the duty had not been 
adequately performed, there being many 
solicitors who ought to hav been so dealt 
with, but had not been. If a statutory 
right was to be given it should be reserved 
to barristers, though, personally, he 
would rather have neither barristers nor 
solicitors. In cases of the sort to be 
dealt with under this clause, an ordinary 
citizen could adequately represent his 
case before a body of intelligent country 
justices. He did not agree that the 
ordinary layman would be unable to do 
justice to his case. He would readily 


back an ordinary intelligent publican | 


against an ordinary intelligent solicitor 
in such a matter. But the Court of 


quarter sessions would have power to | 
hear either counsel or solicitors, and the | 


choice ought to be left to the Court. 


{COMMONS} 
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having two legal advisers belonging to the 
different branches of the professio.. 
said the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 


remedy was to abolish the solicitor. 
right was given in regard to the stand- | 
ing committees created in 1872, and he | 
‘hon. Member would propose it perhaps 
| there would be no objection raised by the 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER said if the 


other branch of the profession. 


Str EDWARD CARSON : Would you 


give them compensation ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER said that what 
were practically the duties of brewster 
sessions were to be transferred to a new 
body and all that was asked for by the 
mover of this Amendment, who repre- 
sented the Law Society, was that solici- 
tors should have the same right of 
audience before the standing committee 
as they had before the other body. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said this 
Amendment raised questions of import- 
ance not connected with this Bill at all, 
and the Licensing Bill was hardly the 
measure upon which they could settle 
them. This Bill did not alter the position 
of barristers or solicitors in their relation 
to quarter sessions, and proposed to leave 
it exactly as it was before. The hon. and 
learned Member for Islington said that 
solicitors had already the right to appear 
before brewster sessions and the licens- 
ing committee. That right was not going 
to be affected by this Bill. As regarded 
the licensing committee of quarter 
sessions, it had always rested with quarter 
sessions as to whether they would hear 
either barristers or solicitors or whether 
they would allow a solicitor to appear 
without a barrister. They were not going 
to interfere with that arrangement and 
were leaving. that power with the 
quarter sessions, and it would remain 
exactly the same after this Bill had 
passed as it was before. To make a 
change, giving audience where the quarter 


sessions had before had the right to 


refuse audience, raised a question which 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- | 
hampton, E.) reminded the Committee | 
that barristers could not be briefed ex- | 
cept through solicitors. The heavy cost | 
of ;litigation in this country was caused | 
by,the necessity imposed upon suitors of | 


Mr. H. D. Greene. 


he did not think ought to be settled in 
this way, because it raised much larger 


| questions of principle.. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said this ques- 
tion did not matter to the solicitor at 
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all, and it was not a question of wrangling | 
between him and the barrister as to who | 
should get the fees. The solicitor made | 
a much better thing out of it when he 
instructed counsel than when he ap-| 
peared himself. All they did by com- 
pelling them to select a barrister was to 
double the cost to the public. The 
Solicitor-General was a living example 
of what solicitors suffered from and the 
Attorney-General was another. The re- 
sult of this system was that the barrister 
got all the fees and the solicitors got 
nothing but the work. This was not 
fair trade and he wanted a little reform 
in this respect. This was the only 
country in the world where they had a 
system of this sort. They certainly 
ought to abolish either the solicitor or 
the barrister. There were one or two 
other professions he should like to see 
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abolished, and they might include the | 
was rather wide of | 


parsons, but that 
the subject. He wished to allow the 
client to choose for himself. In most 
districts the solicitors had a much 
wider experience in advocacy than bar- 
risters on this question, and why should 
they be prevented from presenting the 
same case before quarter sessions? It 
would save expense, and in many cases 
it would be more efficiently done. 
would not be in the interests of solicitors 
because they would get smaller fees, but 
it would be in the interests of the public. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said he 
lid not advocate this proposal so much 
in the interests of solicitors as of the 
public. It would be presumptuous of 
him as a mere layman to express any 
opinion between the respective | 
branches of the legal profession, but he 
wished to retain the right of a client 
to have a solicitor to do the work 
he had done so long before the local | 
bench. The Solicitor-General had stated | 
that this Amendment was opening up | 
by a side issue a great question, and he | 
said he objected to take up such a large | 
subject upon so small a point. The fact | 
of the matter was they only wanted | 
that the same business should 


as 
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allowed to go into the hands of solicitors 
as had been given to them before. It 
was the Government who were making 
a little change in the procedure in this 
particular business, and they simply 
wished a client to continue to be able to 
have a solicitor instead of a barrister if he 
wished it. They did not wish generally to 
infringe the great professional principle 
which was at stake, and as a layman 
he was not going to express any*opinion 
as to whether a solicitor or a barrister 
would be the better to employ. This 
Amendment was in the interests of the 
public, and he claimed for the public 
the same option, which they had had 
hitherto, to engage for this particular 
business those whom they had engaged 
before. Surely they could do this without 
raising the great issue which had been 
referred to by the Solicitor-General. 
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*Mr. SLACK said he had not raised 
this question in the interests of the legal 
profession but solely in the interests of 
the general public. It seemed to him 
that the licensing law was in about as 


| complicated a tangle as any branch of the 


law, and he thought that anyone in- 
terested in objecting to or in the renewal 
or refusal of a licence ought to have the 
opportunity of employing someone con- 
versant with the law to appear on his or 
their behalf before the committee of 
quarter sessions. The section as framed 
did not give a right of audience to any 
person whatever, and the committee of 


| quarter sessions might possibly hold that 


they had no power to hear anyone unless 
some such words as he had proposed 
after the word “ Act.” 
Furthermore, an aggrieved licence-holder 
or a body of persons anxious to object to 
the renewal of a licence ought to have 
the right to retain the services of an 
advocate without being, in all cases, put 
to the additional expense which the 
retaining ofa barrister as well as a solicitor 


| would involve. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 161 ; 
(Division List No. 229.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Ambrose, Robert 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

| Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry | Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen,’ Charles P. 





| Atherley-Jones, L. 
| Barlow, John Emmott 
| Barran, Rowland Hirst 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan | 


Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 


Filice,CaptEC(S.Andrw’s Bghs | 


Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson; R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Fdmond 
“lavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter {Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J.M.F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffth, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Prampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hoa. Richard B. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
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| Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Ha1wood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hut +hinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, Da vid Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
| Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
| Joyce, Michael 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
| Kitson, Sir James 
Langley, Batty 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M ‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 





* Murhpy, John 


Newnes, Sir George 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Down, John 

O'Malley, William 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 


NOES. 


| Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
| Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
| Bousfield, William Robert 
| Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
; Bull, William James 
| Butcher, John George 
| Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


: Rose, Charles Day 


Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy1 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Walton, Joseph (Bansley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh,N. ) 
Woodhouse,Sir J T( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Slack and Sir Albert Rollit. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worce. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavious Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R.- 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.Sir Joseph. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants. W.) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy. Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Gordon,Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Jochim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W.(B’rySEdm’ds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, RtHnH. (Somezs’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Merbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) | the old licensing committee. 
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Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
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Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Royds, Clement Molyneux — 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon | Lawson,John Grant(YorksN.R | Rutherford, John (Lancashire} 





| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S 

| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

| Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 

| Long,Rt.Hn.Walter (Bristol,S. 

| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lutas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth | 


| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, John Cumming 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir H. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
| Milner,Rt.Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst’w 


| Morpeth, Viscount 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Murray, RtHn A. Graham (Bute | 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


| M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W | 


| Lee,ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham | Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

| Samuel,Sir Harry S.(Limehouse 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Shaw-Stewart,Sir H.(Renfrew} 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 

Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 

| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Valentia, Viscount 


| Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheffield 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 


| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 

| Young, Samuel 

| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


He said he 


moved an Amendment to omit the words | had no hostile intention in moving this 


which would have the effect of abolishing Amendment. 





His object was to obtain 
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from those responsible for the measure 
the reasons why the old county licensing 
committee had been abolished. That 
committee was an integral part of a public 
body, and it had rights and duties which 
worked into this Bill in a most satisfactory 
manner. He could not understand why 
the committee was to be done away with 
at the moment when another committee 
was to be appointed. He was conserva- 
tive enough not to see an old body 
like the county licensing committee 
abolished without dropping a tear. 
He thought that it might have been 
utilised in working this Act instead 
of constituting an entirely new body. 


Licensing 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 32, to leave out from the 
word ‘and’ to the end of Sub-section (2).”— 
(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said that the 
new committee would be the licensing 
committee of the quarter sessions, 
appointed by the same persons as the 
old committee was, but with certain 
restrictions as to the numbers. 


Mr. DISRAELI withdrew his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 3, line 33, at end, to add the words 
(3) The justices of a licensing district being a 
county borough shall exercise their powers under 
the Licensing Acts, 1828 to 1902, asto the re- 
newal of licences through the borough licensing 
committee appoiated under Section 38 of The 
Licensing Act, 1872, but such number as the 
whole body of justices acting in and for the 
borough determine shall be substituted for 
seven as the maximum number of that com- 
mittee.’””—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas. ) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE said he 
wished to move an Amendment to the 
Home Secretary’s Amendment providing 
that such ‘‘greater” number of the 
licensing borough committee should be 
substituted for seven as the maximum 
number of the committee. The Amend- 


_ Mr. Disraeli. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


ment of the Government, whilst en- 
abling the justices to increase the number 
of the committee, would also - enable 
them to diminish it, and to appoint a 
committee of five instead of seven. He 
was anxious to make it clear that the 
intention of the Government was to make 
the number in excess of seven. 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


‘In line 4, after the word ‘such’ to insert 
the word ‘greater.’”—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Qu.stion proposed, “That the word 
‘greater’ be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that the 
justices would themselves decide what 
the number of the committee should be; 
but perhaps the hon. Member’s idea was 
to make a minimum of seven, with power 
to increase the maximum. He would 
consider that point before Report. 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE saia that 
on the understanding that the minimum 
would be seven, with power to increase 
the maximum, he would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Srr JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
his next Amendment provided that the 
whole body of justices should be 
** qualified.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 4, after the second word ‘ of’ to insert 
the word ‘ qualified.’ ”’—(Sir James Woodhouse.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘qualified’ be there inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said it had 
already been decided that men who were 
not qualified could not vote for the 
appointment of a committee. The 
Amendment of the Home Secretary had 
to be read in connection with previous 
Licensing Acts, and by inserting the 


_ word here it would throw doubts on the 


provisions of the other Acts where the 
same provision did not exist. 
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Sir ROBERT REID said he could not 
help thinking that this was a very 
important committee, and that it would 


Licensing 


| be more prudent to make provision in the 


Act, so as to prevent any doubt or mis- 


| giving, that those who were on the com- 


mittee were subject to some disqualifica- 
tion. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he really 
did not think any difficulty would arise 
in ascertaining what was disqualification. 


Mr. WHITTAKER said he was glad to 
hear that disqualification did apply, and 
he hoped that the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman would be prepared to put 
words in to make it clear that the 
disqualification applied to the whole 
Bill. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would make a 
special appeal to the Solicitor-General 
that the disqualification should be re- 
enacted in this Bill. He had had con- 
siderable experience of licensing com- 
mittees, and he knew that it was ex- 
ceedingly inconvenient to refer to several 
statutes in order to arrive at a point. 
It should be remembered that justices 
who were not qualified did take part in 
proceedings “at their own risk,” and it 
was invidious for a private individual to 
challenge the vote of such justices. The 
real position could be understood better 
if some provision as to disqualification 
were put into this Bill, so as to prevent 
a continued reference to previous Acts. 


Sir" EDWARD CARSON said he must 
point fout that this Act must be con- 
strued as one of the Licensing Acts from 
1828 to 1902. It might be said why re- 
enact one sectionand not another. How- 
ever, he would be willing to insert words 
to make the point clear. 


*Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
as the reply of the Solicitor-General was 
sympathetic, he would ask leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


" Question," That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said that as regarded th» first 
part of his Amendment there was now 
no necessity to move it because of the 
assurance of the Solicitor-General. <A 
new situation would be created by the 
Act, and justices would have a different 
type of cases to decide. Financial con- 
siderations would enter into questions, 
as they had not entered before, in con- 
nection with the payment of compensa- 
tion, and it was essential that the actions 
of justices should be above suspicion. 
On that broad ground he would move his 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 33, at end, to add the words, 
* No justice disqualified under the Licensing Acts, 
and no owner, lessee, or ovcupier of any licensed 
premises within any county, and no agent of 
such person acting, or who during the two_ 
years preceding shall have acted for him in any 
wise in connection with such licensed premises 
shall be qualified to act as a justice within such 
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county for any of the purposes of this Act.’””— 
(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said that the 
Government could not possibly accept 
the Amendment. It would include in 
disqualification holders of shares in 
brewery companies, which was going a 
long way to find a personal interest. It 
would also debar any person who in any- 
wise had acted as agent for and owner 
within two years, and that was going an 
enormous length. Surely the present law 
was stringent enough. The hon. Member 
suggested that a licence-holder in “any 
county” should be disqualified. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he 
meant “the” county. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that even 
with that limitation he thought the 
present law was stringent enough. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 


| said at present, when there was an appeal 


to quarter sessions, the licensing magis- 
trates, who dealt with the matter in the 
first instance, did not take part in a 
decision when the matter was under 
appeal. That was in accordance with a 
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general principle of law, and should 
be followed in the altered procedure 
under the Bill to ensure an impartial 
tribunal. He used the words * decision 
of the committee,” because in the view 
of those cognisant with quarter sessions 
procedure the presence of the justices 
might be useful to assist the tribunal. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 33, at end, toadd the words— 
*(3) No justice who has taken part in any decision 
of quarter sessions shall, if on the committee, 
take part in any decision of the committee when 
the grant or renewal of such licence is under 
consideration.’ ”’—(M7, Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said from a 
practical point of view it would be 
impossible to accept this Amendment. 
Reports would be received from all the 
licensing districts in the county, and, as, 
each part of the county would have to 
be considered in relation to the whole, 
the Amendment would mean that every 
man would have to be taken off when the 
report had to be decided upon. 


Mr. CRIPPS said after what his right 
hon. ard learned friend had said he would 
not press the Amerdment. He would 
merely like to say that what the Solicitor- 


General suggested would not arise. The 
law as it now. existed did not 


allow a magistrate to sit in appeal on 
a case, which he had already decided, when 
it came to quarter sessions. He hoped 
that practice would be followed in the 
future as it had been in the past in order 
to ensure the maximum of impartiality. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said he did not know whether the 
Solicitor-General would see his way to 
accept the Amendment he now prcposed 
to move on behalf of his hon. friend the 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs to 
put in the words “or a non-county 
borough having a separate commission of 
the peace.” But a moment’s considation 
would show that a non-county borough 
having a separate commission of the 
peace ought to be represented at quarter 
sessions in some way or other. It was 
quite clear that this Amendment was 


Mr. Cripps. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


directed to a defect in the Bill and offered 
aremedy for it if such a remedy was 
possible. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 29, after the words last in. 
serted, to insert the words ‘ or a non-county 
borough having a separate commission of the 
peace.” —(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 


Str EDWARD CARSON said that 
when the question was first raised he had 
promised to put down an Amendment for 
the Report stage of the Bill. That promise 
he adhered to, but he could not say what 
the nature of his Amendment would be 
until he looked into the matter. 


Sir EDWARD GREY admitted that 
the Solicitor-General had met them very 
fairly. He had promised to consider the 
matter between this and the Report stage, 
but he stated that he reserved his opinion 
now because of the difficulties of detail. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
must not be surprised, however, if the 
Committee were a little disappointed in 
this matter, because it was quite possible 
that on the Report stage they might not 
have an opportunity of considering how 
far the right hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 
ment fell short of their hopes. In 
view of the conditions under which the 
Report stage would be conducted it was 
necessary that hon. Members should ex- 
press their views on the present occasion, 
in order that the Solicitor-General, who 
was anxious to meet them as far as 
possible, might be perfectly informed as 
to what the desires of the Committee 
were. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
particulariy anxious that all these 
boroughs should be represented. There 
were so few of them that it would not be 
a serious matter to give each a repre- 
sentative. The Solicitor-General had 
agreed to insert words giving a statutory 
right of representation; would he not go 
a step further and say that such a right 
would be given to each of these boroughs ? 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he could 
not go further than he had already inti- 
mated. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Question, ‘‘ That Clause 5, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Licensing 


Clause 6 :— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE, in moving to 
make the power ofthe Secretary of State 
tomake rules ‘“‘subject to the consent of 
Parliament,” said that on the present 
cecasion it was impossible to do more 
than discuss the general character of the 


regulations. The practice of devoiving 
upon Government Departments  im- 


portant branches of legislation had made 
considerable progress under the present 
Government, and it was time the matter 
was seriously considered. The practice 
was, no doubt, largely due to Parliamen- 
tary exigencies. Goveraments had come 
to the conclusion that it was impossible 
to carry measures if Parliament was to 
be allowed to discuss, even within 
moderate limits, the proposals put 
forward; hence resort was had to all 
kinds of devices to withdraw from the 
cognisance of Parliament lirge portions 
of legislative proposals. The functions 
which under this clause were to be de- 
volved upon the Home Secretary were 
such that Parliament fifteen years ago 
would not have dreamt of delegating to 
a Government Department. They prac- 
tically comprised a Bill in themselves, 
and he desired to enter a general protest 
against this extension of the doctrine 
of legislation by Departments. Possibly 
it would be better that a Committee 


of the House should be appointed 
to draw up the regulations in con- 
junction with the Department; at 


any rate the House ought to retain some 
control over purely legislative matters of 
this character. He understood that the 
tules were not even to be laid upon the 
Table of the House. That was an entirely 
new departure. The requirement did not 
afford a very great safeguard, because an 
opportunity was very se'\dom given for 
the discussion of rules so laid, but the mere 
knowledge that Parliament had the power 
and might if necessary insist upon exer- 
cising it, was, at any rate, some safeguard 
against this kind of legislation. Parliament 
had tried devolution upon Grand and 
Select Committees, it was now trying 
devolution upon Government Depart- 
ments, which was the worst of all possible 
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kinds of devolution. The time had come 
when the House of Commons ought 
seriously to consider whether a stop 
should not be put to this encroachment 
upon its rights. The guillotine was bad 
enough, but this proposal was worse, and 
he submitted that some provision ought 
to be inserted reserving to the House of 
Commons the right to express its 
judgment upon the rules made under the 
clause. He begged to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 54, after the word ‘may,’ 
to insert the words ‘subject to the consent of 
Parliament.’ ”—(Mr. Lloyd George.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said ‘that 
this clause was a good specimen of a species 
of draftsmanship which was becoming 
increasingly common, the object of which 
was to exclude from the consideration of 
the House matters which in old days were 
alwavs recorded in the body of the Act 
itself or in the schedules. In the Muni- 
cipal Corporations Act, for example, they 
would find the very same class of matters 
dealt with in the schedules, the details of 
which were subject to the criticism and 
received the approval of the House; and 
it was in order that the tim>2 of Parlia- 
ment, or, what was more important, he 
supposed, that the time of the Govern- 
ment might be saved that this particular 
method of draftsmanship was employed. 
But it had never been carried quite to the 
same extent to which it had been carried 
in this clause. He was not going to dis- 
cuss in detail the different sub-heads, but 
he wished to aliude to the first sub-head, 
which provided that— 

“A Secretary of State may make rules for 
carrying into effect this Act, and may by those 
rules, amongst other things—(a) provide for the 
provisional renewal of licences which are in- 
cluded in reports of the justices of a licensing 
district under this Act, and for consultation 
with those justices as to their reports, and the 
time and manner of the consideration of those 
reports, and of the payment of compensation.” 

That was a pretty large jurisdiction for 
a Minister of the Crown. The other 
sub-heads were— 

“(b) provide for the enforcement of any 
security given for money borrowed, and for the 
time within which money borrowed is to be 
replaced; and (c) regulate the management and 
application of the compensation fund and the 





1547 


audit of the accounts of quarter sessions; and 
(d) provide for the mode of appointment, num- 
ber, quorum, and procedure of committees, 
and for the employment of officers for the pur- 
poses of this Act; and (e) regulate the procedure 
for obtaining the consent of quarter sessions to 
the grant of a new on-licence, and for the hear- 
ing under this Act of persons interested in 
licensed premises; and (7) provide for the 
authentication of any documents on behalf of 
quarter sessions or their committees.” 


Licensing 


The whole of this new machinery would 
be subjected to the control of the Home 
Secretary, and Parliament was to have no 
contro] at all in the matter. He quite 
agreed that in Home Office administra- 
tion it was necessarv to give the Minister 
the power of framing special rules and 
regulations, but they had always required 
such special rules and regulations to be 
laid on the Table in order that they might 
receive the approval or disapproval of the 
House. There was no such provision in 
this clause and he would like to ask the 
Solicitor-General on what occasion and 
under what conditions the House of 
Commons would have the opportunity of 
bringing the Minister to book. If the 
House was not to have an opportunity by 
the laying of the rules and regulations on 
the Table he could not see any other way 
by which any rules and regulations which 
might b> made could be brought under 
the control of the House, It was quite 
conceivable that some day or other they 
might have a Liberal Secretary of State in 
power, and he would have the framing of 
these regulations, and very drastic he 
might make them. Therefore, he was not 
making this appeal in any sense from the 
point of view of one Party or the other. 
He contended that in the interests of the 
authority and jurisdiction of the House 
of Commons they ought not to part lightly 
with so large a share in the framing of 
regulations which were essential to the 
proper carrying out of this Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he took 
even a more serious view of the clause 
than did either the hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment or the right hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken. They 
seemed to think that it would be sufficient 
if the regulations were laid on the Table. 


Mr. ASQUITH: We think that would 


be a safeguard. 


Mr. Asquith. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought it 
would be no safeguard at all. Rules and 
regulations of the kind were laid on the 
Table, and unless an address was moved 
within forty days they had cpso facto the 
force of law. However much a private 
Member might desire to call them in 
question, h2 had no chance whatever of 
doing so except in the middle of the night, 
and practically no attention was called to 
them, for the simple reason that. there 
was no opportunity during those forty 
days. Therefore what the right hon, 
Gentleman opposite thought might be a 
safeguard was no safeguard at all under 
the present rules of the House. There- 
fore he hoped that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his friends would dismiss from 
their minds the idea that this Amendment 
would meet the case. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said the rules would have to receive the 
approval or disapproval of Parliament in 
the event of the Amendment being carried. 
The proceedingson the rules would be 
regarded as business exempted from the 
Standing Order by which business was 
interrupted at twelve o'clock. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he did 
not agree with the hon. Gentleman if he 
meant that the rules could be brought 
before the House for discussion after 
midnight. He did not believe the Speaker 
would hold that this was exempted busi- 
ness. He came now to the merits ot the 
case. He agreed that it was a most 
serious thing to place this power in the 
hands of a Secretary of State. Consider 
what was to be done by the Bill. 


some unprofitably, in limiting the powers 
of the licensing justices and quarter 
sessions. What they should and what 
they should not do had been argued, but 
Clause 6 upset the whole of the arrange- 
ments, and put the whole of the procedure 
of the justices, how they were to get 
money, and what they were to do with it, 
entirely under the Home Office. That 
was a supersession of the whole of the 
rest of the Bill. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
read some of the clauses. He would 


,only refer to sub-sections (b) and (¢). 


They } 
had spent many days profitably, and f 
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The Home Office was to make regulations 
to— 

“(b) provide for the enforcement of any 
security given for money borrowed, and for 
the time within which money borrowed is 
to be replaced; and 


Iicensing 


‘‘(c) regulate the management and applica- 
tion of the compensation fund and the audit of 
the accounts of quarter sessions.” 

Why, the whole of the rest of this Bill 
dealt with the method in which the com- 
pensation fund was to be raised and how 
it was to be applied, and now it was pro- 
posed by Clause 6 to take away all the 
power they had previously given and to 
hand it over at one fell swoop to the 
Home Office. He agreed that that was 
taking away the liberties of the House, 
and the liberties of the people of England. 
It was taking away power from the 
cognisance of the House and putting it 
into Provisional Orders, or orders by the 
Home Office, or other Departments, with 
respect to matters affecting the well-being 
of the subject. It was for the House to 
settle the terms of an Act of Parliament, 
to determine what the conditions were 
to be, and how the powers should be 
exercised. He submitted that the House 
had no right to delegate that power. The 
House had no right to say, “ Weare tired 
of debating the Bill; we cannot go into all 
the details required in order to insure that 
it shall be properly carried out, and we will 
hand the whole thing over to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department.” 
Secretaries of State were not always so 
perfect as the right hon. Gentleman who 


now represented the Home Office. They 
might have in that office the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife, and, although his own _ side 


would feel great confidence in him, he 
was not sure that Members on that 


side would feel equal confidence in him | 


in the administration of the Licensing 
Acts. That was sufficient to show the 
extreme danger of allowing anything to 
pass from the power of the House. 
What was here proposed amounted not 
to delegation, but to usurpation, of 
the duties of the House. If the House 
agreed to a clause like this it would 
amount to a dereliction of their duty. 
This supersession of the House by 
Ministers in the making of rules had gone 
far enough, and it seemed to him that 
unless the House now made a stand the 
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practice would go very much further than 
was safe for the House or the country. 
Let the House remember that he was a 
friend of this Bill. He thought it was a 
good Bill, and he had supported the 
Government upon it all through. But 
with regard to this clause he did entreat 
them to pause and think what they were 
doing. He could see no reason why this 
clause should not be omitted altogether, 
and quarter sessions and the licensing 
justices left to make the regulations 
required. Surely they could be trusted 
for that. He had been struck during the 
discussion of the Bill by the extreme 
ability, good temper, and accessibility to 
argument of the Solicitor-General. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman had shown 
a most remarkable instance of the ease 
with which a Minister who was accessible 
to reason might conduct a Bill ‘through 
the House. His argument regarding this 
clause was not founded on prejudice 
against the Bill, the brewer, or the 
publican. It was based on the interests 
of the House of Commons, in which he 
was sure both the Solicitor-General and 
the Prime Minister felt as much interest 
as he did himself. He did not know 
whether the whole scope and final effect 
of this clause had been duly considered 
yet. It would take a great load off his 
mind if it could be withdrawn. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he was 
afraid his hon. friend the Member for 
King’s Lynn would think that his inter- 
vention in the debate showed that 
a less reasonable spirit was going to 
prevail than he found in the utterances of 
his hon. and learned friend the Solicitor- 
General. His hon. friend was alarmed at 
the terrible prospect of leaving matters of 
such immense importance to be dealt 
with, not by the House, but by an execu- 
tive officer, the Home Secretary. But 


i his own proposal was to leave them, not 


to the Home Secretary, who was respon- 
sible to the House, but to persons who 
did not owe any responsibility to the 
House. Ifthese matters were legislative 
concerns which the House ought never to 
allow out of its grasp, what was to be 
thought of a proposal to turn every bench 
of quarter sessions in the country into a 
legislative assembly? Whatever might 
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be their merits, the various parts of his 
hon. friend’s speech did not hang together 
and form a single argumentative whole. 
He entirely dissented both from his hon. 
friend and from the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite as to the importance of the 
matters dealt with in this clause. He 
did not think they were of such import- 
ance as they supposed. ‘They were 
matters purely cf machinery, and he did 
not think it would be to the advantage of 
the House unnecessarily to cumber legis- 
lation with them. If there was anything 
which must have been brought home to 
every Member of the House, he would 
not say in the course of the present 
session, or of the last decade, but of the 
last twenty years, it was that the diffi- 
culty of getting a Bill through the House 
in the face of discussion, which might be 
of the most legitimate kind, was aug- 
menting. It had produced some expedi- 
ents to which he had himself given the 
sanction of his own example, but which 
he admitted were not of a kind to conduce 
to lucidity in legislation—for instance, 
legislation by reference. That method 
had been resorted to by both Parties. It 
was not that any Government desired 
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to keep from the House matters 
which the House ought to discuss, 
but that any expedient by which 


the discussion of a Bill in the House 
could be shortened the Government 
of the day were almost bound to grasp 
at. Unless they did so it was really 
hardly possible to get through the modi- 
cum of legislation which was admitted on 
both sides to be necessary. 

In his opinion the expedient adopted in 
Clause 6 was far less open to objection than 
the extreme cases of legislation by refer- 
ence which themselves lke regarded as 
necessary. Of course, it was possible to 
abuse the power of handing over to the 
Home Secretary or any other Minister, re- 
sponsibilities which the House does not 
wish totake upon itself. But would any- 
body say that those powers were abused 11 
the present case? The right hon. Gentle- 
man had alluded tothe Factory Acts, and 
said with perfect truth that it was 
necessary in these cases in order to secure 
elasticity that the Home Secretary should 
have great power of varying provisions 
with regard to different trades and 
districts. This power was of incom- 
parably greater importance than anything 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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in this purely machinery clause. With 
regard to the question of precedeats, he 
reminded the Committee that by Clause 
41 of the Licensing (Scotland) Act, 
passed by general consent last year, it 
rested in the first place with the lice ising 
court—[Mr. McCrar: Whic’ is partly 
representative]—and then with the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, to deal with matters 
which were more than mere matters of 
machinery. He did not, however, care 
to rest this question on precedents, 
though precedents might be quoted. In 
a matter of machinery he thought it 
would be lunacy to insist that the whole 
machinery should be set out to be dis 
cussed and made an_ instrument. of 
obstruction or a cause of long delay. 
Moreover, there was an inherent advan 
tage in leaving these questions of 
machinery to an executive officer respon- 
sible to the House, because changes mig] 
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at 
occur, and the conditions in one district 
might differ from those in another. It 
would, of course, be possible to discuss 
the conduct of the executive officer in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market) apologised for not having been 
in his place when his Amendment came 
on. Tne Prime Minister had said_ that 
this was purely a question of machinery, 
but having had considerab'e experie.ice, 
he could say that machinery was fre- 
quentiy of vital importance. He firmly 
believed that if Parliament had the 
power of considering and drawing up 
carefully the regulations under which 
this measure would be worked, then it 
might be a step forward in temperance 
reform; but if the regulations were 
narrow and restricted, no decided pro- 
gress would be made in temperance 
reform. Parliament should certainly 
have something to say in the drawing up 
of the regulations which would be the 
driving power of the machinery of the 
Act. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said that it was per- 
fectly clear that the Bill as it stood 
proposed to take away very important 
powers from the control of the House, 
and he confessed he looked upon this 
with considerable alarm, because he felt 
sure.that the systeg: would be developed 
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in other Bills and that practically the 
power which now rested with the House 
would be taken away and given to 
Government Departments. He had had 
a good deal to do with Government De- 
partments, and he had come to the 
conclusion that all the wisdom did not 
rest with them. If the Bill were passed 
as it stood, most important matters 
would be left in the hands of the Home 
Secretary. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


4 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LICENSING BILL [4TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 6:— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 3, line 34, after the word ‘may’ 
to insert the words ‘subject to the consent of 
Parliament.’ ’’—( Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


(Juestion proposed ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JAMES JOICEY, continuing his 
speech, said he simply rose to make a pr- 
test against the proposal to hand over 
these great powers to the Home Office. He 
had always been strongly in favour of the 
control of Parliament, but it had become 
the fashion to destroy the control of 
Parliament and place the control in the 
hands of the Government Departments. 
It was a somewhat extraordinary 
fact that, very often when the Prime 
Minister intervened, he did so just when 
some concession was going to be made in 
respect of some reasonable Amendment; 
and he therefore regretted that he had 
intervened on this occasion. Proceeding 
to argue in favour of the Amendment, Sir 
James pointed to the Scotch Act under 
which the licensing authority had to 
make therules, which had to be confirmed 
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by the Scotch Secretary. He thought it 
would be better if such a method were 
adopted in this Bill, for the licensing 
authorities were the proper persons t¢ 
make the rules, but for some reason th 

Prime Minister was always more reason- 
able when dealing with Scotch legisla- 
tions. If they looked at the regulations, 
he thought hon. Members would agree 
that the Bill took away from the licens- 
ing authorities a great deal of the power 
they ought to possess. The Home Office 
would practically become the licensing 
authority. In the Mines Regulations 
Act, to which the Prime Minister had 
referred, there was some protection to 
those who were affected by the rules ; but 
in this Bill there was no such protection. 
This was a new departure altogether. 
He had the strongest objection to any 
such power being put in the hands of a 
Department, and he therefore ‘elt it his 
duty to protest. He hoped the protest 
would have some effect and that the 
Solicitor-General would be able to make 
some concession. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newecastle-on-Tyne) 
said he had the greatest possible objection 
to the Amendment. If it were carried 
the whole of this clause would be continu- 
ously being raised in the House. When 
they considered the congested state of 
business, that was not a state of things 
which anyone could look forward to with 
equanimity. The hon. Member for 
Chester-le-Street had told them the 
licensing committee was to be tabooed, 
but if this Amendment were carried it 
could not beanythingelse. He wished to 
see the greatest liberty possible given to 
licensing justices, and that seemed to be 
the wish of Members on both sides. He 
asked the House to consider what the 
Amendment really meant to which they 
were asked to consent. It meant that no 
rules could be made without the consent 
of Parliament and that every rule made 
would have to come before them. He 
did not believe the hon. Member opposite 
who moved the Amendment, but was not 
then in his place, could have given any 
consideration to it or he would have seen 
the absurdity of his suggestion. He was 
anxious if they were going to carry the 
Bill—as they were—to give the fullest 
power to the licensing authority, and, if 
hon. Members opposite were sincere in 
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their desire to do the same thing, he might | 
point out they would be defeating their | 


desire by carrying the Amendment. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said | 
that the object of this clause was to des- | 


troy all sense of independence and throw 
contempt upon all the local authorities. 
The Bill did not trust them even to decide 
what should bea quorum. Could anything 
be more absurd than that? The Committee 
of the House seemed to forget that there 
were on quarter session benches men who 
were as capable of administering, and as 
well able to decide what was just and 
what unjust, as most of the Members of 
that Committee. What could be more 
wanting in consideration and respect 
for these authorities than that the 
Home Office in Lordon 
regulations, look after the application of 
the compensation fund, and audit the 
accounts of the quarter sessions ? Quarter 
session accounts were audited now without 
any assistance, guidance, or help from the 
Home Office. Surely quarter sessions 


were perfectly capable of regulating the | 
He 


procedure of their own committees. 
was amazed to find a great Department 


of State like the Home Office passing | 
judgment and condemnation upon the) 
common sense and administrative capacity | 


of quarter sessions. The whole thing was 
a succession of insults to these 
institutions. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 


berwell, Peckham) on a point of order, 


asked if the hon. Member had read the. 
The Amendment was not to | 
take away powers from the quarter 
sessions but to say that rules should be | 


Amendment. 


made by the Home Office, subject to the 
consent of Parliament. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he would 
respectfully suggest that he was _per- 
fectly capable of understanding what 


he was talking about and was not in| 


the least likely to be instructed or 


assisted by the hon. Member for Peckham. | 
He agreed that while the Amendment | 


would do something to retain the existing 


rights of ancient bodies it would have | 


been better if it had proposed the omission 
of Clause 6 altogether. Nobody knew 
better than the Solicitor-General that the 
clause was unworthy of the great 


Mr. Renwick. 
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Department of State it concerned. It 
was drafted on the principle of “‘ teaching 
one’s grandmother to suck eggs.” Brewster 
sessions and quarter sessions were quite as 
capable of dealing with the Licensing 
Acts as the Home Office, and if the mover 
of the Amendment went to a division he 
should certainly support him. It would 
at least secure some measure of protection 
to those bodies, since it ensured that 
the rules should not come into operation 
until they had lain on the Table of the 
House for at least forty days. 


Mr. LLOYD WHARTON said he was 
entirely against the Amendment. He 
could not see why Parliament should 
be entrusted with the examination 
of the rules, for already its time 
was sufficiently taken up with other 
work. Up till 1888 quarter sessions had 
the whole of county finance to deal with. 
Since then the county councils had taken 
most of that work over. He believed 
that quarter sessions were still competent 
to deal with finance to some extent, and 
he suggested that certain matters in the 
sub-clauses should be referred to the 
| quarter sessions, such as the borrowing of 
money, rules of procedure, etc. As Cchair- 
man of quarter sessions he should 
be glad to be under the advice and 
‘sanction of the Home Office. Meanwhile 
he suggested that the chairmen of quarter 
sessions and the Home Office should meet, 
and having discussed the procedure to be 
evolved under the Act, draw up rules 
which would be satisfactory for the 
guidance of all. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk. N.W.) 
said that the object of the Amend- 
ment was somewhat misunderstood. The 
desire of those who supported it was 
that part of the rules might be left to 
quarter sessions, and the remainder sub- 

mitted to Parliament instead of being en- 
'tirely in the control of the HomeSecretary. 
| It was important to remember that the 
Bill had been passed through the House 
under very exceptional circumstances. The 
great powers proposed to be entrusted to 
the Home Secretary might be justified if 
| the Bill had been thoroughly threshed out 
'in Committee. Then it would have been 
| for the House to determine what those 
_powers should be which were to be 
| delegated to the Home Secretary. But. 
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debate, and the House might well be jeal- 
ous of the rights itconferred upon the 
Home Secretary. He could not agree with 
the Prime Minister that the rules were 
a mere matter of machinery. They raised 
many important questions of principle. 
By the first sub-section of the clause the 
Home Secretary had to keep the licence 
provisionally alive, pending an appeal 
against an adverse decision. That 
was a Clear intimation that a licence was 
dead at the end of the year, and, but 
for the power placed in the hands of 
the Home Secretary, would actually ex- 
pire—an argument for which the Opposi- 
tion had been contending throughout. 
That power might, or might not, be wisely 
exercised by the Home Secretary, but it 
justified the contention of the Opposition. 
Some part of this sub-section was not 
very intelligible. It provided tor the 
provisional renewal of licences which were 
included in the reports of the licensing 
justices, and for consultations with the 
justices as to their reports, and the time 
and manner of the consideration of those 
reports. Surely that did not take cog- 
nisance of the fact that brewster sessions 
was a Court of justice. He did not 
quite understand how the Home Secre- 
tary was to have consultations with the 
justices upon these reports. Someone 
must have an injustice done him by such 
an arrangement—either the licensee or 
the public—by ex parte statements 
made in consultation with the Home 
Secretary. 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON: The hon. 
Member isan error. The consultation 
is between the licensing justices and 
quarter sessions, and has nothing to do 
with the Home Secretary. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said the 
same argument applied. Those who had 
to arbitrate had no right to hear ex parte 
statements. He did not see any pro- 
visions made for the public to appear. 
There was very much more care 
taken of the interests of the trade 
than of the public. He asked the 
Government to reconsider the whole 
matter and allow a part of these duties 
to devolve upon quarter sessions, which 
could deal with them better chan the 
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the Bill had been forced through the | 
House without adequate opportunity for | 
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Home Secretary, who could not know all 
the circumstances ; and though there was 
a good deal to be said for placing some of 
these matters in the hands of the Home 
Secretary, others certainly ought to be 
subject to revision by Parliament. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he did 
not think the Government had shown any 
desire to take from quarter sessions any 
further powers than they thought abso- 
lutely necessary. Before making these 
rules, his first effort would be to secure 
the co-operation of the experienced 
representatives of quarter sessions and to 
‘ask them to assist him, probably by 
serving on a committee with expert 
officials of the Home Office, in framing 
‘these rules. That was the ordinary way 
in which rules were framed under any 
Act passed through that House. It was 
on the ground of uniformity that he 
desired to retain the rule-making power 
in the hands of the Secretary of State. 
He could assure the Committee that it 
was with no desire to override quarter 


sessions or local opinion. He would 
endeavour to get all the assistance 


possible from those who had been accus- 
tomed to carry out the duties of quarter 
sessions and who in future would have to 
carry out the provisions of this Bill. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said the 
complaint of the Opposition against this 
clause was that it introduced a vicious 
principle into the legislation of the 
country. He was surprised that the hon. 
Member for Leicester should stand up as 
the champion of quarter sessions ; he had 
always known that that Assembly was the 
Mother of Parliaments, but he had not 
known before that quarter sessions were 
the grandmother of the Home Secretary 
—that being the only inference he could 
draw from his hon. friend’s speech. The 
Home Secretary’s explanation of the 
manner in which he would make these 
rules was not at all reassuring. The Bill 
under discussion was not an uncontro- 
versial measure dealing with  fac- 
tories or the regulation of mines; it 
was a measure so controversial in its 
character and so political in its clauses 
that the Government had had to adopt 
exceptional methods to pass it into law. 
And yet the Home Secretary, who was 
not only a great executive officer but a 
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man of keen political perception, was to | 
frame the rules! The proposal showed a | 
great lack of trust in quarter sessions, | 
‘hey were not to be trusted to settle 

even the quorum of the committee! He 

was not previously aware of the existence | 
of the Association of Chairmen of Quarter 

Sessions, which the right hon. Gentleman 

proposed to consult, but it was certain to 

be a body of one political complexion, 

and in connection with the administration 

of a partisan meagure such as that under 

discussion, it would be less capable than 

one would wish of that impartiality which 

was so desirable in a body by which the 

Home Secretary was to be advised. In 

Clause 6 Parliament was legislating not 

only by compartment but by Department. 

However valuable the Home Secretary 

might be as an executive officer, he was 

not the gentleman to legislate as provided 

for in this Bill. What was really meant 

bv Sub-section (c)?. Was it really intended 

that the Home Secretary, after consulta- 

tion with the chairmen of quarter 

sessions, should regulate the application of 

the compensation fund? If so, the right 

hon. Gentleman would be able to over- 

tide all the clauses of the Bill. Whatever 

the Home Secretary did ought to be sub- 

ject to the control and authority of Parlia- 

ment, and upon that ground he supported 

the Amendment. 
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Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
urged the necessity of securing uniformity 
in the rules of quarter sessions. In each 
of the counties of London, Middlesex, 
Sussex, and Kent the rules with regard 
to licensing matters were different, and it 
was most difficult for persons called upon 
professionally to go from one county to 
another to know exactly how to comply 
with the different regulations. If it had 
been proposed that the Local Government 
Board or the Board of Trade should draw 
up these rules he would have voted 
with the Opposition, because in those 
Departments the permanent officials con- 
trolled everything; but at the Home 
Office it was quite different. The Home 
Secretary was surrounded by experienced 
gentlemen who were able to give the in- 
telligent construction which was so much 
required in these matters. He somewhat 
favoured the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Ripon that 
the quarter sessions should meet and_ 
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submit rules to the Home Office, but on 
the whole he thought the Home Secre- 
tary had made out his case for a meeting 
between himself and the representatives 
of quarter sessions for the purpose of 
arranging a set of rules. His main 
purpose in rising, however, was to express 
astonishment at the speech of the hon. 
Member for Leicester, who had made an 
heroic defence of quarter sessions. He 
had had the pleasure of reading the 
speeches of the hon. Member for some 
twenty-five years, and had followed his 
career with the greatest interest, and he 
noted that his defence of quarter sessions 
had only occurred since the hon. Member 
had been put on the commission of the 
peace for the county of Norfolk. [‘‘ Oh!” ] 
He had a high opinion of quarter sessions 
when the removables were not on, but 
when he saw the way in which these 
gentlemen were brought up to support 
each other’s local authority in cases 
where a local authority was trying to run 
down some unfortunate private individual, 
he had not that respect for quarter sessions 
that he used to have. 

Mr. BROADHURST: Who are the 


removables ? 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said they were 
the gentlemen who sat for one year and 
upwards, the chairmen of urban and 
district councils, who as a rule were a 
disgrace to the bench. [“ Oh!’ and 
** Order.”’] 


Mr. BROADHURST: On the point 
of order, Sir. I am not aware whether 
there is any Gentleman in this House 
who acts as justice of the peace in conse- 
quence of being chairman of a_ local 
authority—I am certainly not one—but 
at any rate I ask whether it is in order 
for an hon. Member of this House to 
charge justices of the peace with being a 


disgrace to the bench. 


* THE CHAIRMAN: It is doubtful at 
any time whether it is a desirable thing 
for a Member of this House to make use 
of his position to violently attack private 
individuals. Personally I should very 
much like to see the rule considerably 
modified. But the rule does exist, and 
apparently a Member of this House may 
attack in any unmeasured terms anvbody 
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who is outside the House without any 
fear of the consequences. At the same 
time I think the hon. Member’s reference 
to these gentlemen as being a disgrace to 
the Bench is rather a strong expression, 
and I hope he may see his way to modify 
it. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said any expres- 
sion which fell from the Chair would have 
his sincere attempt at obedience. He 
would modify the letter of his observation, 
though the spirit would remain the same 
[“Order” and ‘“ Withdraw’’]; they 
were not a disgrace to the bench, because 
the bench had been so altered now—— 


An HON.MEMBER: Withdraw gener- 


ously, 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said it was one 
thing when quarter sessions were repre- 
sented by gentlemen like the hon. Member 
for Leicester or the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, whose only idea, they knew, would 
be to administer justice, but quite a differ- 
entthing when gentlemenof less experience 
acted on quarter sessions for a brief time. 
The Bill was to come into operation as 
soon as the Royal Assent had been given; 
it would therefore be absurd not to be 
able to bring the rules into operation until 
the meeting of Parliament or forty days 
after. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) expressed his high appreciation of 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Ripon, which he under- 
stood to be that quarter sessions should 
be allowed first to make substantial 
regulations as to detail and procedure. 
and that after that there should be, if 
necessary, the imprimatur of the Home 
Office. He was of opinion that the 
precedent of the Licensing (Scotland) 
Act, 1903, cited by the Prime Minister, 
was really in favour, not of the clause 
under discussion, but of the suggescion 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Ripon. The present clause 
tead—- 

‘A Secretary of State may makerules . . 
whereas in Section 49 of the Act cited 
the words were— 


“Without prejudice to their other powers 
under this Act. A licensing Court may from 
time to time make by-laws as they think fit.” 
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and Sub-section (2) provided that— 


‘*A by-law made by a licensing Court under 
this section shall not come into operation un- 
tilit has heen confirmed by the Secretary for 
Scotland.” 


The precedent cited by the Prime 
Minister for the clause was no precedent 
at all. He did not think it should be in 
the power of the Secretary of State to 
make the rules regulating the application 
of the compensation fund. That was a 
matter of statecraft. The idea of a 
defence being offered for this clause on 
the ground that it was a necessity of our 
Parliamentary procedure was another 
instance of the desire of the Government 
to transfer duties which properly belonged 
to Parliament to the shou'ders of 
State officials. In these important 
matters it was now proposed to divorce 
the control of Parliament and relegate 
to a set of State officials at Whitehall 
the regulation, management, and appli- 
cation of the compensation fund. That 
appeared to him to be a matter on which 
the consent of Parliament ought to be 
taken. Quarter sessions might vary in 
their circumstances, and they might wish 
to make different regulations in regard 
to their procedure, and why shou'd they 
not do so, and afterwards apply for the 
consent of the Secretary of State? That 
system was working well in Scotland, 
and it would give local authorities more 
power of initiative and less power to the 
Secretary of State. While he had offered 
these remarks in no controversial spirit, 
he perfectly urderstood that the scheme 
of the Bill was to give more power, 
jurisdiction, ard control to the quarter 
sessions of the country. He did not, 
however, expect to find any supporter of 
the Government using the liberty, which 
they all had, to attack the personnel of 
quarter sessions in the language they 
had just heard. Amid all the criticisms 
of the Bill he knew of none which sug- 
gested that having regard to the charac- 
ter or qualifications of the personnel of 
the bench they were doing wrong in 
vesting them with these additional 
powers. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he had 
always deprecated attacks on the justices 
who had to administer the law, whether 
in this country or in Ireland. He was 
afraid it was a matter of complaint that 








1563 


parties in that House did attack those 
who had no power to answer for them- 
selves. That was a matter in regard to 
which both sides ought to be equally 
jealous, and he was afraid complaint as 
to the practice could not come from one 
side more than from the other. The 
Amendment before the Committee was 
that the rules ought to be laid before 
Parliament, and the Prime Minister had 
quoted the Scotch precedent to show 
that equally important rules were with- 
drawn from the cognisance of Parlia- 
ment. The debate was now turning on 
the question whether the rules ought to 
be made by quarter sessions or by the 
Home Secretary, a matter entirely in- 
consistent with the Amendment. The 
hon. Member for Leicester, who had had 
some experience at the Home Office. 
said that they might strike out Clause 6 
altogether and that the Bill would work 
perfectly well with the rules quarter 
sessions would lay down. If that were 
true what became of the argument that 
there was legislation in Clause 6. It 
was simply a question of which was the 
best method of procedure. Several hon. 
Members who had spoken had apparently 
forgotten that, in the course of the after- 
noon, he had accepted an Amendment 
by which quarter sessions were to be 
allowed to regulate their own procedure 
in the one important matter dealt with 
in Clause 6 which most properly apper- 
tained to quarter sessions. There were, 
however, some matters in this clause 
which ought to be left in the hands of 
the Hone Office, and he could not see 
his way to alter the clause in the way 
which the hon. Member tor Ripon had 
suggested. The hon. Member stated that 
the question of the renewal of the licence 
was a very important one. He wished 
to point out that they had already 
enacted that quarter sessions alone 
could refuse the renewal of a licence. 
If there was legislation in the clause he 
should be as jealous as any Member of 
the House of relegating it to a Depart- 
ment. But the matters provided for by 
the clause were all matters of a purely 
administrative nature. The question of 
Celegating legislative powers to the Home 
Oftice was not at all involved. It was of 
importance, for the smooth working of 
the Act, that there should be uniformity 
of administration throughout the country, 
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and that uniformity would be secured by 
the formulation of rules by the Home 
Office, which, of course, would act in 
consultation with the representatives of 
quarter sessions. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) agreed that it was desirable 
to have uniformity; but the clause 
destroyed uniformity instead of achieving 
it, because it set aside the safeguard which 
Parliament had provided against: abuses 
in the formulation of rules by a Depart- 
ment. This procedure was by no means 
new, and it had been almost constantly 
applied in this House. It had been of 
such constant application that not long 
ago an Act of Parliament had to be 
passed for the purpose of regulating it. 
He thought it was incumbent upon the 
Government to show that there was some 
special reason in this particular case why 
the method adopted should not be the 
usual method enacted by Parliament to 
be followed. Promises made across the 
floor of the House were very ephemeral, 
and were often forgotten. He protested 
against the abuse of legislaiion by rules 
where the Act ot Parliament was set 
aside in favour of a loose statement made 
across the floor of the House. Up to 
the present when a final body of rules 
were fixed they were laid before Parlia- 
ment, and when Parliament did not move 
an Address they automatically became law 
without any further trouble. Why was 
that procedure not to be followed in this 
case? There ought to be some explana- 
tion why it was not followed. The 
argument that this was a matter of 
machinery was beside the mark. On 
that side they acknowledged that there 
must be rules regarding details which 
could not be framed in the House and 
which must be delegated, but what they 
did not acknowledge was that the power 
of repudiation, provided for by the Rules 
Publication Act, should be absolutely 
taken away as it was by this proposal. 


Mr. LLOYD WHARTON thanked the 
Home Secretary for conceding the sugges- 
tion he had made. He believed that a 
joint consultation between the Home 
Office and some members of quarter 
sessions would lead to the acceleration of 
a Satisfactory settlement of this question. 
In that way they would get unanimity 
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instead of each quarter sessions agreeing 
upon their own rules. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
interposed for the purpose of recommend- 
ing to the attention of the Solicitor- 
General the compromise which had been 
suggested by his hon friend behind him. 
What his hon. friend proposed was that 
words should be introduced in the Bill 
requiring that the rules should be laid 
before Parliament. That would not in 
any way subject the rules to discussion 
in Parliament. It would not make them 
exempted business, and they could not 
come on for discussion alter twelve 
o'clock, but it would bring the rules 
within the Rules Publication Act of 1893 
which contained some valuable _pro- 
visions. He asked the Solicitor-General 
whether he could not see his way to agree 
to this compromise and promise to 
introduce words so as to allow che rules 
to be laid before Parliament. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he quite 
agreed as to the usefulness of the Rules 
Publication Act to which his hon. friend 
had referred. If there were any rules to 
be made under this Bill of the character 
aud importance which required them to 
le laid before Parliament, he should at 
once accede to the request which had 
Leen made, but having thought over the 
niatter, and knowing the importance of 
being able to revise the rules—because 
in the first instance they might be 
tentative—he really did suggest to the 
hon. and learned Member that there was 
nothing in the rules to make it necessary 
to go through the formality required by 
the Rules Act of 1893. The rules were 
intended merely to smooth the working 
of the Bill. They contained nothing to 
which any one could object. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) 
said he wished to make one observation 
in relation to the proposed method of 
procedur.: under the Bill. The Solicitor- 
General, following the Prime Minister, 
said this was purely a matter of machinery. 
He was not aware ofany kind of statutorv 
construction by which they could 
distinguish between what was mere 
machinery and what was a substantive 
provision. What was proposed by the 
scheme now before the Committee was 
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to cast upon some Department a burden 
which rested upon the House itself, 
namely, to regulate the method by 
which that law was to be administered. 
What was here proposed was entirely 
novel, and he supposed it was due to the 
over-burdening of the Parliamentary 
machine. He could not accept the state- 
ment ot the Solicitor-General that these 
rules were mere machinery, that there 
would be nothing of a_ substantive 
character in them, that therefore it did 
not much matter who made the rules 
provided he was someone competent, 
and that it did not much matter when 
they were made. 


Stn EDWARDCARSON: They should 
be made as quickly as possible. 


*Mr. LAWSON WALTON saidthey had 
had experience in connection with Certain 
recent Acts of Parliament, that where 
the framing cf rules was left to one of the 
Departments of the State, the duty was 
not carried out. In this case they were 
getting rid of a burden placed upon them, 
and shuffling it on to the shoulders of 
some Department, but they were not 
laying down any period in which the 
rules should be framed, and they were 
not providing for checking them 
officially after they had been constructed. 
In connection with more than one statute 
they had had the will of Parliament re- 
duced to futility, owing to the fact that 
an obligation placed on a Department had 
not been discharged. The Solicitor- 
General had said that it was undesirable 
that these rules should be left to quarter 
sessions, because they would lack the 
uniformity which ought to characterise 
rules of universal application. That was 
the very test which showed that they did 
belong to the sphere of legislation. The 
moment it was necessary that the rules 
should be of universal application they 
founda condition of things to which legis- 
lation, and legislation alone, was applicable 
in order to impart the uniformity to the 
system which was desired. If there was to 
be uniformity, he submitted that they at 
once invoked legislative authority in 
order to impose on a reluctant, or in- 
different, or objecting jurisdiction, the 
will of some central authority. Was 
that to be the Home Office or not ? 
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There was this important considera- 
tion, that when previous Acts of Parlia- 
ment had been under consideration the 
rules had been framed before the Bill was 
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introduced. He should not be challeng- | 
ing this method of procedure if the rules 


had been framed, but this legislation was 
immature, it was crude, it had not been 
fully developed, because the Government 
left to a vague and indefinite future the 
framing of rules which were essential to 


give effect to this legislation. In many | 


Acts of Parliament during the past few 
years, schedules had contained the rules 
so that Parliament could consider them 
contemporaneously with the measure 
which was to give effect to them and add 
to them the sanction of law. He pre- 
sumed that his right hon. friend would 
tell them that the rules had never been 
discussed. Therefore this was a new de- 
parture in legislation. He defied his 
hon, and learned friend to distinguish 
between what was substantive and what 
was procedure. Heremembered that the 
House spent many hours in considering 
matters of procedure in connection with 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. The 
Committee had spent hours in discussing 
the details of this measure, but the whole 
legislation was to be at the mercy 
of the Home Department, which might 
make rules which would defeat the views 
of the House. As a constitutional 
lawyer he protested against these rules 
being forced on quarter sessions by the 
Home Office. When it was considered 
that it was essential that rules should b> 
uniform and general in their application, 
then they had a legislative character and 
should find a place in a schedule of the 
Act. The rules should be laid before 
Parliament and subjected to Parliament- 
ary review. Experience had shown how 
the intention of an Act might be defeated 
by the procedure adopted in putting it in 
force. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
the time had gone by when the House 
could afford to spend hours in discussing 
procedure under such a measure as this. 
The duty of framing rules ought to be 
carried out by the Departments. The 


practice was to frame draft rules, then to 
consult a large number of people interested 
in the subject and invite suggestions 
from them for their improvement. He | 
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(had no doubt that in this case the draft 
rules would be submitted to the chairmen 
| of quarter sessions and others, and 
‘the result would be that a practical set 
of rules would be drawn up. If they 
were to frame rules by legislation, there 
would be a loss of flexibility and adapt- 
ability, and many mistakes might be 
made which could only be rectified with 
much difficulty and expense. 
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*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
that before they divided as to the whole 
clause, he might be allowed to call the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Solicitor-General to what he thought was a 
perfectly parallel case. Under the Educa- 
tion Act every educational authority was 
required to send up a scheme to the Edu- 
cation Department for approval. He 
would suggest that if the details were to be 
withdrawn from Parliament, every 
quarter sessions should be required to 
send up a licensing scheme to the Home 
Secretary, so that he might have every 
information before him, and be able to 
decide whether the scheme was one 
which would work in the circumstances 
of the locality. 


Mr. DISRAELI said that in his very 
interesting speech the hon. Member for 
Hackney advocated the rules being 
framed, and carried out by the Depart- 
ment. Theyall knew that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Hackney got a Bill through the 
House which required considerable 
assistance from the Home Secretary, but 
no Judge or member of the legal 
profession would have anything to do 
with it. He must say that there was a 
good dealin what the hon. and learned 
Member for Leeds had stated in regard 
to this question. After the way the 
Home Office had behaved in regard 
to the last clause, he did not know 
that they were much to be trusted 
in carrying out these important 
regulations. He thought that such matters 
should be left to the decision either of 
this House or of quarter sessions. The 
rules were to provide for the provisional 
renewal of licences, and for the payment 
of compensation; to provide for the 
enforcement of any security for any 
borrowed money, and for its repayment ; 
to regulate the managementfand applica- 
tion of the compensation fund, and the 
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audit of accounts; to provide for the 
appointment of committees, the regula- 
tion of procedure in granting a new 
licence; and to provide for the authenti- 
cation of documents. Now, these were 
matters which at the present moment 
were dealt with by the licensing authori- 
ties, and there was not one of those 
regulations which could not be framed by 
quarter sessions or petty sessions without 
the assistance of the Home Office. The 
Solicitor-General said that he wanted 
uniformity, and so the Home Office was 
to make rules and regulations; but on 
the previous day the Prime Minister said 
that he was in favour of variety, and for 
that reason petty sessions were to make 
their own rules and regulations. He did 
not understand that contradiction. He 


was very strongly of opinion that, 
whatever might be the merits of the 


Department in drawing up regulations, 
these rules and regulations under this 
Bill should be made either by the House 
or by quarter sessions. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS moved to 
insert the words, ‘‘ with the consent of 
Parliament.” The simple effect of that 
Amendment would be that the machinery 
ot the 1893 Act would be adopted. The 
Home Secretary would publish the rules 
provisionally, and after a certain number 
ot days any local body might take 
objection to them, The Home Secretary 
would then, after considering the objec- 
tions, publish them as final rules, which 
would be laid on the Table of the 
House ard after a certain number of 
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days ‘hey would become law, unless 
some Members objected. There was no 
objection to that method being adopted 
in this Bill. It would secure that the 
public would be heard, that quarter 
sessions would be heard, and that Parlia- 
ment would have an opportunity of 
reviewing them. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said the proper 
course for the hon. Member to take would 
be to ask the hon. Member for Newmarket 
to withdraw his Amendment, and then 
to submit his own. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said he thought 
his Amendment would come after the 
rules; but he agreed to the Chairman’s 
ruling. ‘ 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
hoped the Solicitor-General would agree 
to some compromise on the point. 
Many hon. Members cou'd not go the 
full length of the Amerdment, but it 
was perfectly reasonable that there should 
be some method of publication before 
the rules became operative. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that it 
was desirable that there should be no 
delay whatever in the preparation of the 
rules, and that there should be the greatest 
possible elasticity for revising the rules, 
He could not accept the Amerdment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 181; 
Noes, 263. (Division List No. 230.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) { Burt, Thomas 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


| Caldwell, James 
| Cameron, Rober 
| Campbell, John 


Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William 





Dobbie, Joseph 


Buxton, Sydney 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Doogan, P. C 
Douglas, nee M. (Lanark} 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
t Edwards, Frank 

(Armagh, S.) | Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

| Flynn, James Christopher 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain 

| Fuller, J. M. F. 
| Furness, Sir Christopher 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Charles 
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Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffiths, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 


Harcourt, Lewis V(Rossendale | 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan,W 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, HughAlex. (Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. HonSirH 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn GeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley. Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


Bousfield, William Robert 


{COMMONS} 


, Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
| Parrott, William 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Perks, Robert William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion). 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shackleton, Daivd James 





NOES. 


) Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brotherton, Edward Allen 
| Bull, William James 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Burke, E. Haviland 

| Butcher, John George 

| Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnCR 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Siack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson (Leeds,S 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Woodhouse, SirJT( Huddersfd 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, Sir T.R.(TowerHaml ts 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. SirJosephC 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose 
Fitzroy, HonEdward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S(WarwickSW. 
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Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Jordon, Hn. J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore. Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdmnd’s 


| 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F.Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. , 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 


| Melville, 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Bul. 1574 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


{13 Jury 1904} 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinburgh,W | Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
MKillop, W. (Sligo, North) | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Majendie, James A. H. | Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Manners, Lord Cecil | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Martin, Richard Biddulph | Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. | Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirHE(Wigt’n | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Beresford Valentine | Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Milner, Rt HonSirFrederick G. | Smith, Abel H(Hertford, East 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. | 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoge, Lindsay 


5) 


| Murray, RtHn.A.Graham{( Bute 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | Spear, John Ward 

Montagu, Hon.J. Scott(Hants) | Spencer, Sir E(WBromwich) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy | Stanley, HonArthur (Ormskirk 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow | Stanley, Edward Jas(Somerset 
Morpeth, Viscount | Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Morrell, George Herbert | Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Morrison, James Archibald | Stock, James Henry 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer | Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Mount, William Arthur | Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Talbot, Rt.Hn. J.G (Oxf'd Univ 
Muntz, Sir Philiv A. Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Milvain, Thomas | Smith, James Parker( Lanarks) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | Tollemache, Henry James 


| Myers, William Henry 


Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, RtHon SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F.( Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredrick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. | Tuff, Charles 

Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N.) | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Tully, Jasper 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Valentia, Viscount 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Vincent, Col.Sir CEH(Sheffield 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlesGE(Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Pretyman, Ernest George | Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 


Pease, HerbertPike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


Long, Rt. HnWalter(Bristol,S. | 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb, Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of 


|.Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Reid, James (Greenock) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Remnant, James Farquharson | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Renwick, George | Wylie, Alexander 

Richards, Heury Charles | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Ridley, Hon.M.W. (Stalybridge | Young, Samuel 

Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green | Younger, William 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | 


Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 


Ratcliff, R. F. 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Robinson, Brooke 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. | 


of the allotted Business to be concluded 
on the 4th allotted Day. 


the Order of the House of the 5th July,, 


successively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the Gov- 
ernment of which notice had been given, 
andon every Question necessary to dispose 


Amendment proposed — 


‘‘In page 4, line 8, after the word ‘com- 
mittees, to insert the words ‘of quarter 
sessions and for the constitution of those com- 
mittees where requisite as standing corhmittees, 
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and also for the addition to those committees 
in the case of a county, of representatives of 
the justices of any boroughs within the county 
not being county boroughs, but having a 
separate commission of the peace.’”—(Mr. 
Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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of a licensing district under this Act and on any 
hearing under this Act with reference to the 
refusal of the renewal of on-licences or the 
division of the amount to be paid as com. 
pensation.’’’"—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 
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Question, ‘“‘ That the Amendment be 
made,”’ put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “That the clause, as 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 10, to leave out from the 
‘procedure,’ to the word ‘and,’ in line 
13, and insert the words ‘‘of quarter sessions 
on the consideration of the reports of justices 


word 


Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, RtHonSirH. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. HonAJ(Manch’r 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


Balfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Trederic kKGeorge 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst. Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,.J.H.M. (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John CR 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole | 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig, CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 


Noes, 182. 


AYES. 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colone] 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, Sir T R (Tower Hamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C 


amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided—Ayes, 267; 


(Division List, No. 231.) 


Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, SirRobert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hogg, Lindsay 


| Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon | 


Doogan, P. C. 

| Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt Hon Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W) 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Akers | 


Hunt, Rowland 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J.(Mane’r | 
| Keswick, William 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Vison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
| Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Philip S(Warwick,S.W. | 


Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Jeffreys, Rt. HonArthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. HonSir John H 
Kenyon, Hon GeoT.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 


Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
| Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol, 8. 
| Lowe, Francis William 


Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets | 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 


Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 


, Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John - 


| Groves, James Grimble 


| Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Hall, Edward Marshall 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’ th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 


Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale} 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F-. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesshir 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederizkG. 
Milvain, Thomas 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Alymer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col JohnP(Galway,N) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
OBrien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Dowd, John 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest Geogre 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

3arlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

sroadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 


{13 Juty 1904} 


Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton- Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


“mith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) | 


Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E.(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lan*s.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 


NOES. 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
| Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
| Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs. 
| Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
| Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
| Fuller, J. M. F. 
| Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Grant, Corrie 


| Hain, 


B wl . 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(OxfordUniv 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirCEH(Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
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| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W H ( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYes.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Grey, Rt.Hon.SirE. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Horval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 


Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick, John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
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Layland-Barrall, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien,!Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 


| 


Clause 7 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


{COMMONS} 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


| Question, 
made,”’ put, 


Bill. 1580 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips. 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.)} 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 








TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
' William M*‘Arthur. 


“That the Amendment be 
and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 





“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘sub- | 
stitution,’ to insert the words ‘for quarter | 
sessions.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


“In page 4, line 21, to leave out from the 
word ‘sessions,’ to the end of line 24.”—(Mr, 
Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 





Question, ‘That the Amendment be | 


made,”’ put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 21, to leave out the words 
‘for quarter sessions.’””—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 


Douglas.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. HonSirH 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt.JoselineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch‘r.) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 





Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Question, 
| made,” put, 


Question 
/as amended, 


Noes, 178. 


AYES. 


| Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA(Worc.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 


The Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 232.) 


“That the Amendment b: 
and agreed to. 


put, “That the clause, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Ayes, 267; 





| Clancy, John Joseph 

| Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb,Rt. Hon. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel ee 
Dewar, Sir. T.R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmondj 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, Sir Geogre 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund, B. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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Foster, Philip S.(Warwick S.W. | 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 


Crore, 
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Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S s. | 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Maxwell, RtHn SirH,E.(Wigt’n 


| Maxwell, W. J.H.(Dumfriessh’r | 


| Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry, Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Molesworth, 


Beresford Valentine 
Francis Bingham 


Melville, 
Mildmay, 


Thomas 
Sir Lewis 


Milvain, 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Greene, SirE. W.(B’rySEdm’nds | 


Greene, 
Grenfell, Williarn Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 
| Morpeth, 


Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ. (Walthamstow | 
Viscount 


| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, 


Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley) | 
Heath, James(Staffords,N.W.). | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, SirA(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Favershao 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareham 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


| 
| 





| Peel, 


Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur | 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C.* 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murray, 


Rt. HnAGraham( Bute 
Murray,CharlesJ(Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate,Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham } 
Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 


| Percy, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George | 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James sh cmmuaneead 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 


NOES. 
Allen, Charles P. 
Asher, Alexander 


| Royds, 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


| Spencer, Sir E. 


| Tollemache, 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (1 


| Wilson, 
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Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde( BethnalGreene 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Ropner, Colonel, Sir Robert 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Smith, JamesParker ( Lanarks. ) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 


| Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 


Stanley, Rt.Hon.Lord(Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 


| Stock, James Henry 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'d Univ. 
Taylor. Austin (East Toxteth) 


| Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Thornton, Percy M. 


Henry James 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Tully, Jasper 


| Valentia, Viscount 
| Vincent, Col.SirCEH(Sheffield) 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
‘aunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks. ) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


W rightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Young, Samuel 


Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AyEsS—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
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Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. (Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancis H.(Maidstone | 
Evans,SamuelT.(Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) | 
Griffiths, Ellis J. | 


Clause 8. 


Amendment proposed— 


| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Norman, Henry 


{COMMONS} 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V. (Rossendale 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fred. 
Hutton AlfredE. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael _ 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Col. George 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir. Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Maenamara, Dr.Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 





Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, C. (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murphy, John 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 


| O'Malley, William 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Parrott, William 


| Walton, 
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Bill. 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw.(Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, T. C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 


Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wallace, Robert 


Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. 


R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 


| Woodhouse, Sir J.T.(Hudd’d. 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


of the licence, the justices shall be deemed to 
have refused the licence on the ground that the 


premises 


have been 


ill-conducted.’ ””—(Mr. 


Solicitor-General. ) 


“In page 4, line 29, at the end, to insert the 


words, ‘ (2) If the justices of a licensing district 
refuse to renew an on-licence on the ground 
that the holder of the licence has persistently 
and unreasonably refused to supply suitable re- 
freshment (other than intoxicating liquor) or on 
the ground that the holder of the licence has 
failed to fulfil any reasonable undertaking given 
to the justices on the grant or previous renewal 


Question, “That the Amendment he 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 40, after the word ‘having,’ 
to insert the words ‘a separate commission of 
the peace and.’”—(Mr. Solicitor-Genral.) 
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Licensing 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 2, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘But where quarter sessions have 
customarily been held separately by adjourn- 
ment or otherwise for any part of a county as 
defined by this Act, the Secretary of State may 
by order, on the application of quarter sessions 
for the whole county, constitute for the pur- 
poses of this Act any part of the county for 
which quarter sessions are for the time being so 
separately held a separate county, and the 
justices usually sitting at such separate quarter 
sessions a separate quarter sessions, and make 
all necessary provisions for the administratioa 
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Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 6, after the word ‘accord- 
ingly,’ to insert the words ‘and the expression 
“existing on-licence”” means an on-licence in 
force at tho date of the passing of this Act, and 
includes a licence granted by way of renewal 
from time to time ofa licence so in force, 
whether such licence continues to be held by the 
same person, or has been or may be transferred 
to any other person or persons.”” —(M7r. Solicitor- 
General.) 


Question put, “ That the Amendment 
be made.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 265; 





of the Act in such a case.’ (Mr. Solicitor- 
General.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H.Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.HonSirH. | 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Banbury, Sir Fred’k. George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Bond, ‘Sdward 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. | 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Qecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 


VOL. CXXXVIL. 








| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


| Fison, Frederick William 


| Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon | 


[FouRTH SERIES. ! 


:1 Noes, 175. 


AYES. 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Denny Colonel 

Dewar, SirT.R.(TowerHamlets | 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Ha 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| 
| 
| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William ~ 

Gordon, Hn. J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Rvans-T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ryS.Em’nds. 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
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Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 


Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(KentFaversham 
Hozier, Hn.J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Fred’k. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesshir 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, RtHn.SirFrederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn.J.Scott (Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. | 
Murray,Rt. Hn. A.Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J.(Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


Licensing 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn.HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir J. Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John(Armagh,S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


{COMMONS} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 





| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) | 


NOES. 


| Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter(Lan.rk) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt.E.C(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

| Evans,SirF.H.(Maidstone 

| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Eve, Harry Trelawney 

| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 
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Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. HnJ.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
Taylor, Austin(East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. E.H.(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir W :lter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt.Hon.SirE.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans(Fife,West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 








ee 








1589 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfres! 
Johnson, John (Gatesnead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carvarvonshire | 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Liloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur William(Cornwall) 
M Crae, George 

M’ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N. ) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Licensing 


Question put, 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | 


Austin, Sjr John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth, R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Courts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 


‘That the 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Bill. 


, Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
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, Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
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| Moss, Samuel Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Moulton, John Fletcher Soares, Ernest J. 
| Murphy, John Stanhope, HonPhilipJames 


| Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’ Dowd, John 
| O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Stevenson, Francis, S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles 
Wallace, Robert 


Philips 


Perks, Robert William Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Pirie, Duncan V. Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Price, Robert John Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Prestley, Arthur Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Rea, Russell White, George (Norfolk) 
Reckitt, Harold James White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, Williem Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 
| Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | 


Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitteker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T. (Hudd’d. 


TELLERS FoR THE NoES—Mr. 
Runciman and Mr. Slack. 


clause, as The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; 


| Noes, 164. (Division List, No. 234.) 
AYES. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


| Cayzer, Sir Charles William Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
| Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 


Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Davenport, William Bromley | Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham | Graham, Henry Robert 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Dewar, Sir T.R.(TowerHamlets | Greene,Sit E.W(B’ rySEdm‘nds 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond | Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Dickson, Charles Scott | Grenfell, William Henry 
| Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir JosephC. | Gretton, John 
Disraeli, parva, Ralph Groves, James Grimble 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
| Doogan, P. C. | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Doughty, Sir George | | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
' Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Duke, Henry Edward | Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart | Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


3P2 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 










































Ticensing 


Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn SirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildway, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 


Abraham, 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

















Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


{COMMONS} 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, “Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

| Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nolan, Col.John.P.(Galway,N.) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 





| 0” Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


| Percy, Earl 


Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) | 


| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 





William (Rhondda) | 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington | 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWellesley 


| Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. Forde( Bethnal Green | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford | 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
| Brigg, John 

| Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 
| Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
| Cameron, Robert 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
| Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 





TELLERS FOR THE 





Bill. 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.} 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 


| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 


Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
| Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E. H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


Edward 


AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


| Churchill, Winston Spencer 
| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


Craig,Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancis H.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Ferguson, R. €. Munro (Leith) | 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

(trey, Rt.Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

(suest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
(surdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward ! 

Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 


Clause 9 :— 


The Committee divided 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Allhusen, Augustus ‘Henry Eden | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert ° 
Baicarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
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Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
| Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Question put, 
part of the Bill.” 


:—Ayes, 280; Noes, 118. 
AYES. 


| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

| Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

| Brotherton, Edward Allen 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Bull, William James 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Burt, Thomas 

| Butcher, John George 

| Caldwell, James 

| Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 


’ Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf‘d 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 


Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


“That the clause stand 


(Division List No. 235 ) 


| Charrington, Spencer 

| Clare, Octavius Leigh 

| Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 

| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 

| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

| Compton, Lord Alwyne | 

| Craig.Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 

| Crombie, John William 

| Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 

| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, William Bromley 

| Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 

| Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 

| Dewar,Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Dickson, Charles Scott : 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Ca vendish, V. C. W.(Derbyshire Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Wore. | Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 
Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks ' Chapman, Edward Doogan, P. C. 
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Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Danbed, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans,SirFrancis H.(Maidstone 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield , Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Live: pool) 
Lawson, J. Grant(Yorks., N.R. 
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Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. 
Maxwell,RtHn.Sir H.E (Wigt'n n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease,Herbert Pike(Darlington | 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. RobertWellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 


Bill. 


Rizhards, Henry Charlés 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. ) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
| Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Spear, John, Ward 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.} 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Stroyan, John 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
| Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
| Tuff, Charles 
| Tufnell, Liewt.-Col. Edward 
| Tully, Jasper 
| Valentia, Viscount 
| | Vincent,Col.Sir C.E. H(Sheffield 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, JohnCathcart(Orknev) 
| Webb, Colonel William George 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton. 
| Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
| Wilson, “A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
| Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H. (Yorks.) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
WwW ylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Young, Samuel 
| Younger, William} 
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_— FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, Wilkam 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 


Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs | 


Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (@lamorgan) | 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co,) | 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 


Schedule :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, iine 24, at the end, to add the | 
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NOES. 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | 
Hain, Edward 
| Harcourt, Lewis V.(Rossendale | 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
| Joicey, Sir James | 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
| Joyce, Michael 
Kitson, Sir James | 
| Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) | 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lundon, W. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murphy, John 
Norman, Henry 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
| O'Malley, William 
O’Shee, James John 
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Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 


| Reckitt, Harold James 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Rose, Charles Day 


| Runciman, Walter 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Schwann, Charles E. ’ 


| Shackleton, David James 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Slack, John Bamford 


Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 


| Tomkinson, James 


Toulmin, George 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
M*Kenna and Mr. Herbert 
Roberts. 


that charged in other cases, as the justices 


| 


| 


Question, ‘ 


| think proper under the circumstances.’ ”—(Mr. 
| Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


‘That the Amendment be 


words ‘and in the case of any licensed premises | made,” put, and agreed to. 
which are certified by the justices of the | 


licensing district on the application of the | 
holder of the licence to be used only as public 
gardens, picture galleries, exhibitions, places | amende 





of public or private entertainment, railway | Bill.” 
refreshment rooms, bond jive restaurants or | 


mad cees d 5, arcs "poses | i ‘ Se P 
eating houses, or for any other purposes to | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 232 : 


which the holding of a licence is merely | 
auxiliary, such rate, not less than one-third of | Noes, 142. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


AYES. 


| Balcarres, Lord 


Question put, “ That this schedule, as 
d, be the first schedule 


of the 


(Division List, No. 236.) 


| Bigwood, James 


Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden | Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Bill, Charles 
| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Bingham, Lord 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 


Austin, Sir John 


| Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Brotherton, Edward Allen 


| Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Butcher, John George 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 


| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Craig, Charles Curtis(AntrimS. ) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott | 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn ) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-T’rHamlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
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Ainsworth, John Stirling 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage _ 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


NOES. 


Allen, Charles P. 
Asher, Alexander 





Bil. 


, Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

| Ratcliff, R. F. 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

| Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M'Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Coi. Edward 

| Tully, Jasper 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


1600 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 





Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herb ert Henry 








Qed fed Bed Bed Beet feed Oe 
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Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
. Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptE.C.(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Fran. H. (Maidstone | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Licensing 





| Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Levy, Maurice 
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Hain, Edward 
Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. | 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 


Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough; Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) | 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt.Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | 


New Schedule (Scale of Deductions) :— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question, “That this 


added to the Bill,” put, and agreed to. _ 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allbusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 





Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


| O'Malley, William 
| O’Shee, James John 


Partington, Oswald 


schedule be 


! Noes, 117. 


AYES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 





Bill. 1602 


| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


| Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 


| Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 


Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 


| Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Chairman do report the Bill, as 
‘ amended, to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 211; 
(Division List No.237.) 


Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
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Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Boltou) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 
Doogan, P. C. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants.,W.) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, sie” Ev ans(T’rHamlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.( B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir § Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 


Licensing 
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Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
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; Kenyon, Hn. Geo T.(D2nbigh) | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Rankin, Sir James 


| 


Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks., N.R. | Reid, James (Greenock) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | Remnant, James Farquharson 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Richards, Henry Charles 
| Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) | 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

| Round, Rt. Hon. James 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


| Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinburgh.W | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


| 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| 


| Skewes-Cox, Tho:nas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 


Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n | 


| Maxwell, W. J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hon.Sir FrederickG, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, “Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (W althamstow) | 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J2s.(Somerset 


| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 


| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 


| Stock, James Henry 
| Stroyan, John 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Thorburn, Sir Welter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

M. 


| Tuff, Charles 


| 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Bri’tside | Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington | 


Howard, Jn.(Kent, Faversham 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) , 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. | 
Asher, Alexander 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William | 
Boland, John | 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


NOES. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

| Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
| Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
| Cawley, Frederick 


| Channing, Francis 4 llston 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FoR THE AyEs—Sir 





Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


, Cremer, William Randal 


Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Fraak 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt. E, C(SAndrw’sBghs 
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Evans, Sir Fran. H.( Maidstone) 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hain, Edward 

Harcourt, Lewis V.( Rossendale 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Bill reported; as amended, to be con- 
silered upon Monday next, and to be 


[Bill 271.] 


printed. 
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Leng, Sir John 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
| Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) | Thom:s, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 


| Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
| Murphy, Jobn 
| Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Malley, William 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 


| put. 





| Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 


| Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
John Ellis and Mr. Corrie 
Grant. 


| And, it being One of the clock, Mr. 
| Speaker adjourned the House, pursuant 
to the Standing Order, without Question 


Adjourned at One o’clock. 


[APPENDICES. 














APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXXXVIL. 


Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 





the last column refer to 


the 


page in this 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


| 
voile. 


“litt.]” following title 
Ll 


> 





Title of Bill. 


*County Courts [H.L. | 


Education (Transferred 
Schools) [H.L. ] 


Hall Marking of Foreign 
Plate 


*Light Railways [H.L. ] 


*\Terchant Shipping [H.L. ] 


°o 


Merchant Shipping <Act 
(18¥+) Amendment [H.L. | 


Open Spaces 
} 


Public Health [1.1] 
Railways (Private Sidings) 


Clubs 


Negistration of 
(Ireland) 


*Reserve Forces { H. Li } 


Re-Vaccination 


Savings Banks Act Amend- 
ment 


*Solway Salmon Fisheries 
PES} 
Tyeatoel 


Brought in by 


Lord Chancellor 


Lord Bishop of Se, 
Asaph 


Eurl if Lytton 


Lord Wolverton 


Lord I} “olve rlon 


Lord Muskerry 


Eurl of On slow 


Burl Waldegra re 


Lord Wolverton 


Lord ( Ton hrock 


Earl of Donoughmore 


Duke of Northumberland 


Larl of Ons'ow 





1 VOL, CXXXVIL [Fourri SERIES. } 


House OF Lorps. 


Read 1* 7th July (921) 


Read 2% 4th July (393) 


Read 2¢ 5th July (604) 
Committee 8th July (1055) 
Report 12th July (1327) 


Read 3* and passed 8th July 
5 


(1055) 


Report 30th June (137 
Read 3° and passed 7 


(921) 


) 
th July 


’nd Reading (defeated) 39t 


June (112) 
Report 30th June (157) 
Read 3* and passed Ist July 


(515) 


Read 1 8th July (1054) 


Read 2* dth July (603) 
Read 2" 12th July (1327) 


Report 30th June (137) 
3* and passed Ist July 


=e } 
hea 


(515) 


Report 7th July (942) 


| Read 1¢ 11th July (1148) 


Read 14 7th Julv (921) 








(B.) 
Title of Bill 


Act 


*Bills of Exchange 
(1882) Amendment 


County of Siffolk 
Criminal Aliens 


* Dean Forest 


Drunkenness (Ireland) 
*Trish Land 
*Isle of Man Customs 


* Labourers (Ireland) 


* Licensing 


*Married Women’s Property 
Act (1882) Amendment 


*Post Ottice Sites. 

Savings Bank Act Amend 
ment 

University of Liverpool 


Valuation (No. 2) 


HOUSE OF 


Brought in by 





Su Robert Finlay 


Nir Cuthbert Quilts 7? 
Sir Howard Vinee nt 


Mr. Victor Car ndish 


Mr. Hugh Law 
Mr. Wyndham 
Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Mr. Wyndham 


1) 


Mr. Akers Douglas 


| Committee 


Sir Robert Fin ny 


Lord Stanley 
Sir Athert Lollit 
Sir Jolin Brun ( 


Mr. John Hutton 


CoMMONS—continued. 


Read 1° 5th July (65%) 


Read 2° 7th July (1048) 
Read 1° 12th July (1369) 


Committee Report, Read 3° and 
passed Ist July (388) 


Read 1° 30th June (181) 
Read 2’ sth July (1105) 
Read 1? 12th July (1368) 


Motion to commit to Standing 
Committee Sth July (1094) 


Committee 29th June (35) (99) 


Procedure :— 
(Closure by Compartments 
Ist July (320) 
(Closure by Compartinents 
tth July (488) (853) 
(Closure by Compartments) 
dth July (659) 


Committee 5th July (727) 
Committee 6th July (809) (870) 
Committee 11th July (1224) 
(1279) , , 
12th July (1369) 
(1424) 
Committee 


(1553) 


sth July (1494 


Read 1° 11th July (1224) 


Read 1° 11th Ju'y (1224) 


As Amended Considered Read 


D and passed Sth July 

















APPENDIX ILI. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1904. 


List of Rutes, Orpers, &e., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


[Zn continuan of List mv nin preceding Volume.) 





‘ » fy thin Jars . e 
Title of Paper. Date from which | Period to lie upon 








the Period runs. the Table. 
Post Office Savings Bank (Regulations),—Copy of Post 30 June 40 days 
Otlice Savings Bank (Constantinople and Smyrna) 
Revulations, 1904 [50 and 51 Vie., ¢. 40, s. 4] 
Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule made t July 10 days 
by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland ap- 
pointing the places at which the Examinations for 
190-4 shall be held [41 and 42 Vie., c. 66, s. 6] 
Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule made 4 July 10 days 
hy the Intermediate Edueation Board for Ireland 
determining the number of Centre Superintendents 
to be appointed for the Examinations, 1904 [41 and 42 
Vic., c. 66, 8. 6 
Board of Edueation,—Copy of Minute of the Board of 7 July One month 
Education, dated 7th July, 1904, modifying Code of 
Resulations for Public Elementary Schools, 1904 [33 
ind 34 Vie., c. 75, 8. 97] 
Prisons (England and Wales),—Copy of Draft Rules 12 July 30 sitting days 
prop sed to be made by the Ne cretary of State for the 
Home Department nader the Prisons Acts, 1877 and ms 
} ISS, with respect to the constitution of the Visiting . 
j Committee of Borstal Prison [61 and 62 Vic., ¢. 41, 
| » 
Sea Fisheries Regulation Act, ISS, Copy of Order 12 July 30 sitting days 


made by the Board of Avrieulture and Fisheries, under 
the provisions of the Act for the variation of the 
Order creating the North Eastern Sea Visheries 
District [51 and 52 Vie., c. d,s. 1 (4 
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